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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 
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kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 
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e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 
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ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 
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Isn’t Free Trade 
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Deep State Societies 


I greatly enjoyed your January 8, 2018 
special issue about the Deep State. Being 
a Freemason myself, I would like to point 
out that there are definite differences be- 
tween Anglo-American Masonic lodges 
that are affiliated with the United Grand 
Lodge of England, and European or Con- 
tinental lodges that are affiliated with the 
Grand Orient de France. Anglo-American 
Masons have to declare a belief in a Su- 
preme Being and are not allowed to dis- 
cuss politics or sectarian religion at lodge. 
Masons associated with the Grand Orient 
do not have to believe in a Supreme Being 
and are often involved in radical political 
causes. In other words, the Continental 
Masons tend toward Illuminati-style be- 
liefs and actions. 

Concerning Professor Carroll Quigley, 
in Conspiracy: A Biblical View, author 
Gary North claims to have seen a letter 
written to Gary Allen in the late 1970s 
concerning a change of heart Professor 
Quigley had late in life. As many of your 
readers may remember, Allen authored the 
book None Dare Call It Conspiracy. The 
anonymous author of the letter told Allen 
“he had been a friend of Quigley’s and that 
at the end of his life, Quigley had conclud- 
ed that the people he had dealt with in the 
book were not really public benefactors,” 
as he had believed when he wrote Tragedy 
and Hope. According to the letter writer, 
“Quigley had come to think of them in the 
same way Allen did, and ... had been very 
fearful of reprisals toward the end of his 
life.” I believe the anonymous letter writer 
was telling the truth. 

ARTHUR E. NIFONG, JR. 
Provo, Utah 


Deep State Goals 


The Deep State articles in the January 8, 
2018 edition of THE NEw AMERICAN are 
informative and frightening, and they ex- 
plain the rationale for the negative cam- 
paign against Donald Trump’s presidency. 

Those who are involved seek total con- 
trol of not only this nation, but all nations. 
History clearly indicates that any time and 
every time any one power takes control 
over peoples, bad things happen. It has 
been true of governments, religions, busi- 
nesses, unions, and even social groups. 
Power corrupts and absolute power cor- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


rupts absolutely. The overwhelming ma- 
jority of Americans, about 80 percent, have 
negative views of the federal government. 
Voters from both parties share this view- 
point. If any other organization had handled 
its affairs as poorly as our federal legisla- 
ture, it would have been put out of busi- 
ness years ago. There are laws that protect 
businesses from becoming monopolies, 
but none that protect us from the worst mo- 
nopolies — agencies in the federal govern- 
ment. The globalists who have infiltrated 
the government are seeking to pull us into 
a system that fails the populous, while the 
elite thrives. They are using the Democratic 
philosophy of favoring big government to 
achieve their sinister goals. 

At the time when this nation was form- 
ing, it was controlled by the British Em- 
pire, a globalist nation with holdings over 
the entire world. The stronger it became 
the more stringent were its laws. It was so 
powerful that minor infractions were met 
with disproportionate punishments. For 
instance, it mandated that all copper was 
to come from them. This was done even 
though the colonies had a vast supply of 
copper ore. Fines weren’t sufficient to 
quell the smelting of copper here, so the 
penalty was advanced to death. 

These types of conditions were what led 
to the revolution. 

Bos LAGASSE 
Sent via e-mail 


CORRECTIONS: In our February 19 
cover story “Donald Trump,” we report- 
ed that the “near-doubling of the stan- 
dard deduction for married couples, 
from $12,700 to $24,000,” means a 
reduction of nearly $12,000 in their tax 
obligations. We should have pointed 
out that the elimination of the personal 
exemption adds $8,100 to married 
couples’ tax obligations, resulting in 
a $3,200 reduction in their tax obliga- 
tions based on these two changes. In 
the same issue, in “Did Jefferson Have 
Dalliances?” the person identified in the 
photo as John Adams is his son John 
Quincy Adams. 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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“Climate Change” Is Stopping People From Having Children 


With the United States already 
having a fertility rate that’s 
below replacement level, and 
dropping, a new factor exacer- 
bating this problem has become 
apparent: people reluctant to 
have children because of “cli- 
mate change.” Some are wor- 
ried about having kids destined 
to live in a “kind of ‘Mad Max’ 
dystopia,” as one woman put it. } 
Others don’t want to add to the <7 
planet little “carbon footprints” ' J 
who’ll grow into big “carbon . 
footprints.” All have things out \ 
of perspective. 

The New York Times report- e 
ed on this phenomenon on Feb- 
tuary 5, writing, “A 32-year- 
old who always thought she 
would have children can no longer justify it to herself. A Mor- 
mon has bucked the expectations of her religion by resolving 
to adopt rather than give birth. An Ohio woman had her first 
child after an unplanned pregnancy — and then had a second 
because she did not want her daughter to face an environmen- 
tal collapse alone.” 
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Before adding more perspective, 

note that these climate worrywarts 

' would be well-served to consider 

that the anthropogenic global warm- 

ing thesis is not, as its proponents 
assert, “settled science.” 

The Times writes that the cli- 
mate-over-kids crew has a “sense 
of being saddled with painful 
ethical questions that previous 
generations did not have to con- 
front.” But we aren’t unique today 
in being saddled with hardships or 
“ethical questions.” What we are 
is uniquely spoiled, and uniquely 
comfortable and detached from the 
past so that our problems, real and 
imagined, seem large when viewed 
within it. 

Do we really know the future? 
How much stock do we want to put in futurists’ and doomsayers’ 
predictions, with their terrible track record? Climate-over-kids 
women will soon be past their childbearing years. Most will re- 
alize that they let life pass them by and, worrying about a future 
unknown, sacrificed a future that definitely could have been: all 
their children’s — and children’s children’s — tomorrows. 


/, 


Stockton, California, to Test Universal Basic Income 


Later this year, the city of Stockton, California, will begin giving 
a select group of poor residents $500 a month in an experimen- 
tal program to test the effects of giving people a universal basic 
income, or UBI. Though this initial program, which will run for 
a period of 12-18 months, will be funded by a million-dollar pri- 
vate grant from a tech group called the Economic Security Proj- 
ect, it will involve only 100 families in a city of 300,000 people 
where one in four residents lives below the official poverty line. 

Dorian Warren, who co-chairs the Economic Security Project, 
told KPIX 5 news in San Francisco on February | that the goal 
in Stockton is to gather data on how having a basic income im- 
pacts people. “What does it mean to say, ‘Here is unconditional 
guaranteed income just based on you being a human being?’” 
Warren asked. 

In a January 29 interview with Ari Shapiro on National Public 
Radio, Stockton Mayor Michael Tubbs said about the guaranteed 
income plan, “So from now until June, we'll do a community 
engagement process to come up with the selection criterion for 
the families who will be selected. Those families will receive 
$500 a month for the next year to 18 months with the idea to re- 
ally elevate the story of working-class people everywhere. People 
are working very hard and struggling and unable to make basic 
ends meet. So we were able to get a grant of $1 million from the 
Economic Security Project to really test this idea.” 


Let the folks at Economic Security Project spend a million 
dollars of their own funds helping the low-income families of 
Stockton if they want — that is their prerogative in a free society. 
But what they and Mayor Tubbs have in mind in Stockton is just 
a test for a city welfare program that could eventually cost the 
taxpayers millions of dollars a year. 
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Fracking Pushes U. S. Crude Oil Production Over 10 Million Barrels 


7 


November’s production of crude oil in the United States, ac- 
cording to the U.S. Energy Information Agency, not only ex- 
ceeded October’s by four percent, but rose to a level not seen 
in nearly 50 years: 10 million barrels per day (bpd). The agency 
went even further: At this rate daily U.S. crude oil production 
will exceed that of both Russia and Saudi Arabia by the end of 
next year. 

As recently as 2011, the United States was only producing 
about 5.5 million bpd, compared to production by the Saudis and 


Russia at about twice that. But while those nations’ production 
levels stagnated, fracking has caused U.S. production to grow at 
an annual rate of 10 percent. 

The expansion by “Big Oil” into the Bakken Formation (in 
North Dakota, Montana, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba) and the 
Permian Basin (in Texas and New Mexico) could accelerate 
production at an even greater rate. ExxonMobil, for example, 
just announced it would be redirecting an additional $35 billion 
into development and infrastructure over the next three years, 
and it plans to triple its Permian Basin production by no later 
than 2025. 

Other oil companies — notably Royal Dutch Shell and Con- 
oco — are exploring the Montney and Duvernay Formations in 
Canada. Montney has proven reserves of more than a billion bar- 
rels of crude, while Duvernay’s reserves are triple that, at 3.4 
billion. Chevron, Royal Dutch Shell, and the French energy giant 
Total all just announced new Gulf discoveries in early February. 

As the price of crude rises, idle rigs in the United States are 
drawn back into operation. The total number of gas and oil rigs 
hit 947 last week, up from 712 a year ago. This total remains 
far below the roughly 1,700 rigs that were operational as of 
late 2014. 

It won’t be long before historians will record that the produc- 
tion record of 10 million bpd by the U.S. energy industry set last 
November was just one more step toward the nation’s greatly in- 
creased world energy production and ultimate global dominance. 


California Considers Mandatory Interviews of Homeschool Families 


The Orange County Register reported February 3 that “Assembly- 
man Jose Medina, the Riverside Democrat who represents Perris 
in the state Legislature, told the Press-Enterprise that he is ‘ex- 
tremely concerned about the lack of oversight the state of Cali- 
fornia currently has in monitoring private and home schools.’ He 
proposes an annual state inspection of homeschooling residences.” 

Medina’s impetus for this proposal is the abuse allegedly com- 
mitted by a couple — David and Louise Turpin — from Perris, 
California, the district he represents. The Turpins are accused of 
harming their 13 children, who were found by authorities Janu- 
ary 14 in the Turpins’ home, by chaining them, refusing to feed 
them, and inflicting on them abuse of unconscionable severity. 

Among the many proposals being bandied about by “concerned” 
legislators are involuntary home visits, involuntary interviews of 
the parents, involuntary interviews of homeschool children, and 
complete oversight of the homeschool community by state agents 
of several departments, including Child Protective Services. 

In a statement issued after news broke of the efforts under way 
in California to stifle homeschooling in that state, Home School 
Legal Defense Association President Mike Smith called out the 
California assembly for the illogical and unconstitutional policy 
they are considering: “It makes no sense to assume that someone 
who makes a lawful choice — in this case, to homeschool — is 
more likely to act illegally. The principle that individuals are in- 


nocent until proven guilty has always been at the heart of the 
American tradition of liberty. Homeschooling parents around the 
country have demonstrated a high degree of success in raising 
and nurturing their children — giving them the tools to grow 
and flourish.... It would be inappropriate and unjust to regulate 
homeschool freedom because of this aberrant case.” 

Besides the illogical aspect of the planned denial of the right 
to raise one’s children free from government interference and 
free from government approval, there is the fact that there is ab- 
solutely no evidence that homeschooled children are more often 
the victims of abuse than their public-school peers. 
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EXTENDED INSIDE IT RACK 
Pro-refugee Activist sisaloba She Was minen. 


erman activist Rebecca 
Sommer was enthusiastic 
about the Muslim “refu- 


gees” entering Germany, but she 
has changed her tune. She says 
that the newcomers won’t shed 
“their medieval view,” are devel- 
oping “parallel societies” within 
her country, and that if Germans 
“don’t wake up quickly, the whole 
situation will end tragically.” 

After founding the organiza- 
tion Working Group Asylum + 
Human Rights in 2012, Sommer 
welcomed the huge 2015 influx 
of Muslim migrants into Germa- 
ny. She and her 300 volunteers 
even provided German-language 
courses to help the newcomers 
integrate. As InfoWars reported 
February 5, ““At that time I want- 
ed to help everyone and truly be- 
lieved that all these people were fleeing hell and were in a state 
of complete distress,’ Sommer told Polish weekly Do Rzeczy.” 

“With the initial hope that ‘their medieval view was going to 
change with time,’ Sommer soon realized that, ‘Muslim refugees 
have grown up with values that are totally different[;] they have 
undergone brainwashing from childhood on and are indoctrinated 
by Islam and absolutely do not intend to adopt our values,’” In- 
foWars also informs. 

“Among my past and present pupils, I can count on one hand 
cases of those who are, in my opinion, completely and success- 
fully integrated,” explained Sommer in a January 18 interview 
with the Polish website EuroIslam. 

Sommer “also observed how the migrants, ‘regard we infidels 
with disdain and arrogance,’ after they began to refer to her as 
‘the stupid German whore,’ a realization that she says has led 
other refugee volunteers to quit. Sommer now admits that despite 
her good intentions, she got it completely wrong and that Muslim 
migration poses an existential threat to the Germany [sic] way of 
life, a problem that will only be exacerbated by the process of 
family reunification, where migrants will be able to invite their 
relatives to stay in Germany,” Info Wars relates. 

Perhaps Sommer would have been better off if she had listened 
to one particular orthodox Muslim: Dr. Mudar Zahran, a leader 
of the Jordanian Opposition Coalition and asylee currently living 
in the United Kingdom. In a 2015 interview, he stated that most 
of the so-called Syrian refugees entering Europe weren’t actu- 
ally from Syria, that most of those who were from Syria weren’t 
from dangerous areas and didn’t need refuge, that terrorists were 
among them, and that they were coming to Europe largely to 
leech off the welfare system. Calling the influx “the soft Islamic 
conquest of the West,” Zahran warned that the Muslims should 
be kept out of Europe. 

The results of not heeding such warnings are already appar- 


ent. Even liberal Newsweek reported January 3 that migrants in 
Europe are “linked to soaring violence and crime in Germany.” 
The most notorious example occurred New Year’s Eve 2015 
when 1,200 women (whom we know of) were sexually as- 
saulted by at least 2,000 migrant men in various German cities. 
As Sommer admitted in the Eurolslam interview, “The sexual 
molesting of [refugee aid] volunteers happens all the time, but 
none of us has ever reported such a case to the police because 
none of us wanted to be seen as an opponent of refugees and 
cause problems for the center.” 

Another result of the migrant influx is the development of “no- 
go zones,” or what Sommer calls “Muslim parallel societies.” 
These are areas in some European countries where authorities 
are often reluctant to enter and sharia law has to an extent sup- 
planted civil law. 

Sommer warned repeatedly in her EuroIslam interview of taqi- 
yya — religiously sanctioned and encouraged lying in Islam — 
and says that while Kurds and others fleeing Mideast Muslims 
warned her of the tactic, she “did not want to listen to them.” 

Sommer told Eurolslam that she initially was confident the 
Muslims would integrate because “I placed great trust in our lib- 
ertarian, equitable European values, and I naively thought that 
every person must delight in them and take them on.” But con- 
sider that when summing up these “values,” Sommer merely told 
EuroIslam that Germany needs refugees who accept “a secular 
state where women and men are equal before the law, where we 
eat pork, where they could even sunbathe naked on the beach. 
This freedom is very precious and very fragile.” One may won- 
der, could she name even a few actual virtues? 

Sommer laments that soon the Germans will have to “adapt” 
to Muslim norms. Well, this certainly could be a lesson in virtue, 
because they’d lose a lot more than shallow equality rhetoric, 
pork sausages, and nude beaches. Hf 
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He Prefers Duty in South Carolina More Than in Washington 
“Whatever skills I may have are better utilized in a courtroom 
than in Congress, and I enjoy our justice system more than our 
political system.” 

While announcing his decision to forgo running for reelection, Con- 
gressman Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.) said he prefers a state job in his 
home area rather than a federal position in the nation’s capital. 


The Long War in Afghanistan as 

Measured by Age of Participants 
“Tt’s 2018 and there are young men and women now being sent over 
there who were literally in diapers when we first sent troops to Afghanistan.” 

A former USMC corporal, Will Fischer is aghast at the length in years of the Afghan struggle. 
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Vatican Requests Two Bishops to Step Aside to Appease Communist Leaders 

“My feeling is the Vatican wants a breakthrough. If they can solve, little by little, the problem of the 
illegal and underground bishops, then it may help create a model of negotiations.” 

All clergy in China must register with the communist government and adhere to its strictures, one of 
which is for Catholic bishops to have no ties to the Vatican. Those 
who maintain ties are considered to be acting illegally, need to 
function “underground,” and are liable to be punished. The above 
comment by Dr. Chen Tsung-ming from his office at the Ferdinand 
Verbiest Institute in Belgium explains what he sees happening to 
any Catholic clergymen wishing to remain faithful to their religion. 


Joe Kennedy Favors a Dangerous 

Attitude Held by Some Dreamers 

“Build a wall and my generation will tear it down.” 

In his Democratic Party response to President Trump’ State of the 
Union address, Congressman Joe Kennedy III (D-Mass.) sided 
with the extreme wing of the illegal immigrant population by refer- 
Joe ; ; F : 

Kennedy Ill | ring to their warlike slogan. Kennedy is a grand-nephew of the late 
President John F. Kennedy. 
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It’s Risky to Take Credit for a Rising Stock Market 

“Tf you claim the rise, you own the fall.” 

President Trump has frequently claimed credit for the year-long rise in stock prices. After the Dow 
and the S&P 500 dropped dramatically in the days after his State of the Union speech, former Obama 
administration press secretary Jay Carney quickly sought to attach the decline to the president. 


Lonely Republican Fears Adding to Deficit, Loathes GOP Hypocrisy 

“The reason I’m here tonight is to put people on the spot. I want people to feel uncomfortable. I want 
them to have to answer people at home who said, ‘How come you 
were against President Obama’s deficits and then how come you’re 
for Republican deficits? Isn’t that the very definition of intellectual 
dishonesty?... Isn’t that the very definition of hypocrisy?’” 

In his lengthy I1th-hour speech, Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) made 
good sense but was unable to sway his colleagues to vote against a 
new spending measure that will increase the national debt enormously. 


Father of Abused Girls Asks Judge for Payback Time 
“Give me five minutes in a locked room with Dr. Nassar.” 
After the judge said she could not grant his request, Randall Mar- 
graves raced toward Dr. Lawrence Nassar in the courtroom but was 
restrained by law-enforcement officials before he could physically 
harm the convicted degenerate. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Randall 
Margraves 
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Americans are told that early Progressive success came when Teddy Roosevelt broke up 
monopolies that were gouging the people, and we need such laws today. Not so! 


by Michael Tennant 


with America Online (AOL). Val- 
ued at $350 billion, it was the largest 
merger in American history. 
Critics, including lawmakers and con- 
sumer groups, warned that the deal would 


I n January 2001, Time Warner merged 
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stifle competition and perhaps even signal 
the demise of Internet freedom. Senator 
Mike DeWine (R-Ohio), chairman of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee’s antitrust 
subcommittee, said the merger raised “a 
whole host of competition and public pol- 
icy issues.” 

“Is this merger the effective beginning 


of the end of the Internet as an effective 
counterweight to traditional media out- 
lets?” he asked. 

These fears turned out to be for naught. 
The bursting of the dot-com bubble; the 
rise of broadband, which decimated AOL’s 
business model; and infighting among the 
various Time Warner divisions all contrib- 
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uted to a speedy collapse of the merger. 
In 2010, Time Warner CEO Jeff Bewkes 
called the merger “the biggest mistake in 
corporate history.” Fortune dubbed it “the 
worst merger of all time.” 

Today, Time Warner is seeking to merge 
with another large communications com- 
pany, AT&T, and once again we are being 
treated to tales of impending doom if the 
merger is allowed to proceed. This time, 
the opposition is coming from both a Re- 
publican president and an increasingly ag- 
gressive antitrust faction within the Demo- 
cratic Party. 

The Justice Department is suing to 
prevent the merger, arguing that the pro- 
posed media conglomerate “would leave 
millions of television viewers paying 
more and would slow innovations like 
video streaming,” reported the New York 
Times. In a November speech, Makan 
Delrahim, assistant attorney 
general for the department’s 
antitrust division, took a hard 
line on enforcing antitrust law, 
a “stance” that “surprised the 
corporate sector, which had 
expected easier deal reviews 
under the Trump administra- 
tion,” the paper noted. 

Senator Elizabeth Warren 
(D-Mass.), who is widely 
expected to seek her party’s 
presidential nomination in 
2020, also spoke out against 
the merger, saying she sup- 
ports the lawsuit to block it. 
Warren went further, howev- 
er, claiming antitrust enforce- 
ment has been far too lax in 
recent decades, with many 
agreements between regula- 
tors and corporations being 
“epic failures.” 

“We need to demand a new 
breed of antitrust enforcers,” 
she declared, “enforcers who 
will turn down papier-maché 
settlement agreements and ac- 
tually take cases to court.” 

“Senator Warren’s theme 
that antitrust can be used to 
protect small businesses, en- 
trepreneurs, innovators, work- 
ers and just about everyone 
else from the ‘rich and pow- 
erful,’” averred the National 
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small farmers 


protection from la 


Law Review, “shows that increasing anti- 
trust enforcement has become a key party 
line for the upcoming midterm elections.” 

Certainly antitrust sentiment is on the 
rise among hard-left Democrats, who 
have formed the Congressional Antitrust 
Caucus. The caucus is calling for stricter 
enforcement of antitrust law and, more- 
over, a refocusing of that enforcement 
on broader concerns such as mergers’ ex- 


Mistakes all around: Time Warner CEO Jeff Bewkes called the doomed 
2001 AOL-Time Warner merger, which critics had warned would 
destroy Internet freedom, “the biggest mistake in corporate history.” 
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pected effects on jobs, income inequality, 
and various other progressive causes — a 
phenomenon former Federal Trade Com- 
mission (FTC) official Joshua Wright has 
dubbed “hipster antitrust.” 

Members of the hipster antitrust move- 
ment — they prefer to be known as the New 
Brandeis school, a reference to former Su- 
preme Court Justice Louis Brandeis, a foe 
of big corporations — believe there was 
once a golden age of antitrust 
enforcement in which the U.S. 
government’s expert regula- 
tors had the wisdom to break 
up corporate conglomerates 
that were engaging in unfair, 
anticompetitive practices that 
harmed not just consumers but 
society as well. This “golden 
age,” they claim, ended in the 
late 1970s when the govern- 
ment, under the influence of 
the Chicago school of econom- 
ics, adopted the “consumer 
welfare” standard for antitrust 
enforcement, which narrowly 
focused on whether a proposed 
merger was expected to result 
in lower prices or other favor- 
able conditions for consumers. 
This change, in the hipsters’ 
opinion, opened up the flood- 
gates for mergers of all types, 
no matter how harmful. 


Trustworthy 

Antitrust History 

In truth, economist Thomas 
DiLorenzo maintained in a 
1991 paper, “There never was 
a golden era of antitrust.” An- 
titrust laws were crafted for 
political reasons, and they 
have always been enforced 
selectively — and frequently 
illogically. They do not exist 
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Ohio Senator John Sherman and his allies claimed 
that trusts were conspiring to restrict output, thereby 
increasing prices. According to DiLorenzo, that 
contention was patently false. 


to protect either consumers or other busi- 
nesses from genuinely criminal or fraudu- 
lent practices but to give politicians and 
disgruntled competitors a weapon to wield 
against their opponents. 

The first stirrings of antitrust sentiment 
in the United States occurred in the late 
19th century, when small farmers and 
businesses began clamoring for protec- 
tion from large corporations, arguing that 
these businesses were creating a “danger- 
ous concentration of wealth” among entre- 
preneurs such as John D. Rockefeller and 
Cornelius Vanderbilt. 

“There was no ‘dangerous concentra- 
tion of wealth,’” DiLorenzo found, not- 
ing that the division of national income 
between labor and capital remained con- 
stant between 1840 and 1900, “but many 
supporters of antitrust legislation found 
that their own income had fallen (or not 
increased rapidly enough). The push for 
antitrust legislation was an attempt to use 


Standard burier: |da Tarbell’s The History of the Standard Oil Company, the source of many 
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the powers of the government to improve 
their economic status.” 

In 1890, these interest groups succeed- 
ed in getting Congress to pass the Sherman 
Antitrust Act, a law that was ostensibly 
aimed at protecting consumers from mo- 
nopolies but in reality served as a fig leaf 
for a huge protective-tariff hike. 

Ohio Senator John Sherman and his 
allies claimed that trusts were conspir- 
ing to restrict output, thereby increasing 
prices. According to DiLorenzo, that con- 
tention was patently false. In the decade 
prior to the passage of the Sherman Act, 
real Gross National Product increased 
by roughly 24 percent, while output in 
the allegedly monopolized industries 
increased by an average of 175 percent. 
The consumer price index, meanwhile, 
fell seven percent, with prices in these 
same “monopolized” industries falling 
even faster. The Congressional Record 
shows that lawmakers recognized the 
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myths about the company’s “monopoly,” was hardly a work of dispassionate journalism: Tarbell’s 
father and brother were failed Rockefeller competitors. 
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trusts’ price-cutting propensities but op- 
posed them nonetheless because they put 
less-efficient competitors (i.e., those lob- 
bying for antitrust laws) out of business. 

Three months after the Sherman Act 
became law, Sherman, a Republican, spon- 
sored legislation that was popularly known 
as the “Campaign Contributors’ Tariff Bill” 
because it sharply raised tariffs on imported 
products that competed with those manu- 
factured by large corporations that had 
bankrolled various Republican politicians. 
By making competing foreign goods cost 
more, the bill enabled domestic manufac- 
turers to keep their own prices high without 
having to fear a loss of business — the very 
opposite of the stated aim of the Sherman 
Act. Such brazen hypocrisy led the New 
York Times to reverse its pro-Sherman Act 
stance, explaining, “That so-called Anti- 
Trust law was passed to deceive the people 
and to clear the way for the enactment of 
this ... law relating to the tariff.” 

The remaining major federal antitrust 
laws were passed in the early 20th cen- 
tury. The Clayton Act (1914) prohibits 
predatory price discrimination, whereby a 
company undercuts its competitors’ prices 
until it has driven them out of business and 
then raises prices afterward — a practice 
with so little evidence of its existence that 
even the Supreme Court acknowledged (in 
1986’s Matsushita v. Zenith Radio Corp.) 
it is “rarely tried, and even more rarely 
successful.” The Federal Trade Commis- 
sion Act (1914) bans “unfair competi- 
tion,” which Pepperdine University eco- 
nomics professor Gary Galles labeled “a 
masterpiece of vagueness, given that it is 
hard to think up how an offer willingly 
accepted by consumers could be unfair to 
them, absent force or fraud.” And the Rob- 
inson-Patman Act (1936) restricts price 
reductions and quantity discounts, which 
is to say it interferes with freely chosen 
exchanges of private property. 

The most famous antitrust case brought 
by the U.S. government was against Rock- 
efeller’s Standard Oil Company in 1911. 
“The popular explanation of this case is 
that Standard Oil monopolized the oil in- 
dustry, destroyed rivals through the use of 
predatory price-cutting, raised prices to 
consumers, and was punished by the Su- 
preme Court for these proven transgres- 
sions,” recounted economist Dominick 
Armentano. “Nice story but totally false.” 
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Browser brouhaha: Microsoft was subjected to a decade-long antitrust lawsuit for allegedly 
attempting to monopolize the Internet browser market — a case that now seems pointless in 


light of technological changes. 


Standard Oil never had a monopoly 
on the oil industry. At the time of the Su- 
preme Court’s decision, it had at least 137 
competitors, and its market share had been 
declining for years. It achieved dominance 
in the late 1800s because of continual ef- 
ficiency improvements that reduced its 
refining costs by over 90 percent during 
the course of three decades — savings 
that were passed along to consumers, who 
saw the price of kerosene, at that time 
the industry’s main product, plummet 80 
percent between 1869 and 1911. No court 
ever found the company guilty of preda- 
tory pricing. Despite the lack of evidence 
of the charges against Standard Oil, the 
Supreme Court broke up the company 
“because it discerned some vague ‘intent’ 
to monopolize through Standard’s many 
mergers, an ‘intent’ that just as clearly 
never succeeded in producing any mo- 
nopoly,” wrote Armentano. 

In 1939, a federal judge dismissed nearly 
150 antitrust charges against Alcoa, finding 
that the company had succeeded by innovat- 
ing rapidly, expanding output, and cutting 
prices, not by any underhanded practices. 
Six years later, however, an appellate court 
overturned that decision on the grounds that, 
in Armentano’s words, “expanding outputs 
and lowering prices illegally excluded ri- 
vals from the opportunity to compete and 
thereby violated antitrust law.” 
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The American Can Company (1949) 
and United Shoe Machinery Corpora- 
tion (1954) were found guilty of violat- 
ing antitrust law by performing so well 
and offering such generous terms to their 
customers that those customers remained 
loyal to them for years. American Can was 
— believe it or not — ordered to raise its 
prices. United Shoe was saddled with re- 
strictions that were supposed to reduce its 
competitive advantage; when they failed, 
the government appealed to the Supreme 
Court, which divested and ultimately de- 
stroyed the company. 

More recently, Microsoft was found 
guilty of monopolization in 2001 because 
it had integrated its web browser, Internet 
Explorer, into its Windows 98 operating 
system. The government’s argument was 
that Microsoft had a monopoly on the 
operating-system market and then used 
that monopoly to try to eliminate compet- 
ing web browsers, specifically Netscape. 
However, prosecutors used a definition of 
the relevant market that excluded most of 
Microsoft’s competitors. At the same time, 
Netscape was the dominant player in the 
browser business, so Microsoft was mere- 
ly trying to make its own browser more 
competitive with the “monopoly” brows- 
er. Fortunately, the company largely pre- 
vailed on appeal, but only after a decade of 
litigation and many millions of dollars in 
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legal costs. (Just 17 years later, the whole 
dispute seems rather archaic. According 
to NetMarketShare.com, there are now at 
least 38 browsers, most if not all available 
at no cost, and Google’s Chrome is by far 
the most used, with Firefox and Internet 
Explorer running neck-and-neck for a dis- 
tant second place.) 


Hipster Replacement 
Given the sordid history of antitrust, why 
are today’s “progressives” pushing for its 
revival and expansion? 

For one thing, many of them are sim- 
ply ignorant of history. A recent Yale Law 
Journal article stumping for hipster-an- 
titrust enforcement against Amazon re- 
peated the old predatory-pricing canard 
against Standard Oil. One would never 
know from reading the piece that subse- 
quent research, including an exhaustive 
1958 study by economist John McGee, 
has blown that myth out of the water. 

For another, as Edmond Bradley pointed 
out in a Ludwig von Mises Institute col- 
umn, “The fear of industrial concentration 
is the last refuge of socialist theory.” The 
Competitive Enterprise Institute’s Frank 
Bednarz wrote that “irrespective of direct 
consumer prices, hipsters believe indus- 
trial concentration undermines income 
equality, workers’ wages, and even democ- 
racy itself.” Hipsters are unhappy with the 
relative sanity and stability the consumer- 
welfare standard has brought to antitrust 
enforcement, Microsoft and similar cases 
notwithstanding. They want the govern- 
ment to have vastly more power, under 
even vaguer standards, to prevent mergers. 

Senator Amy Klobuchar (D-Minn.) has 
introduced legislation that, according to 
Bloomberg Law, “would require compa- 
nies to prove their mega-deals are good for 
competition before they can get govern- 
ment approval.” That is, companies would 
be presumed guilty until they proved their 
innocence, a nearly impossible hurdle to 
overcome. “We absolutely must increase 
the level of federal antitrust enforcement 
in this country,” said Klobuchar, ranking 
Democrat on the antitrust subcommittee. 
She also said she is working on additional 
antitrust legislation with subcommittee 
chairman Mike Lee (R-Utah), and she 
wants to hold hearings on the proposed 
merger of the Walt Disney Company and 
21st Century Fox. 


13 


POLITICS 


Representative Keith Ellison (D- 
Minn.), deputy chairman of the Demo- 
cratic National Committee and member 
of the Congressional Antitrust Caucus, 
has introduced a bill that would require 
the FTC and the Justice Department “to 
conduct annual retrospective studies of 
how mergers impact prices, jobs, wages, 
and local economies,” reported New York 
magazine. Companies that refuse to com- 
ply with requests for relevant data would 
be fined $40,654 a day until they submit. 

Broadening the government’s power 
to prevent mergers, especially to achieve 
“social justice,” could be very dangerous 
indeed. During a December hearing, Tad 
Lipsky, former head of the FTC’s compe- 
tition bureau, told the antitrust subcom- 
mittee that adding hipster concerns to 
antitrust law “threatens to drag antitrust 
into a political enforcement arena where 
accountability will be impossible.” Bed- 
narz called it “a gift to would-be tyrants” 
because it gives the executive branch 
“much more arbitrary power.” 

Hipsters seem to recognize that the 
existing arbitrary power in the hands of 
a president they don’t like can be a bad 
thing. While they agree with the Trump 
administration’s attempt to block the 
Time Warner-AT&T merger, more than a 
few have raised concerns that the attempt 
is rooted in petty political differences, 
namely President Donald Trump’s vocal 
disdain for the “fake news” of Time War- 
ner subsidiary CNN, rather than genuine 
concern over media concentration. 

“But,” argued Bednarz, “a theory of 
antitrust law that depends on virtuous 
executives is a bad theory.” That is, in 
fact, true of all antitrust law, not just the 
hipsters’ variation on it. All of it is based 
on the belief that some group of experts 
possesses the wisdom to determine which 
combinations of industry pose a threat 
and to calculate the precise way in which 
such alleged monopolies should be bro- 


In government they (anti)trust: Left-wing lawmakers such as Senator Amy Klobuchar (D-Minn.) 
and Representative Keith Ellison (D-Minn.) fear Big Business but show no comparable concern 
for the dangers of Big Government, which gives corporations much of their power. 


ken up to prevent them from ever endan- 
gering the public again. 

The fact is, however, that antitrust law 
has from its inception been a political 
tool. “Trustbusting” President Theodore 
Roosevelt, for instance, conveniently 
busted only those trusts (such as Standard 
Oil) not aligned with banker J.P. Morgan, 
a close Roosevelt ally, while shielding 
Morgan-controlled trusts (such as U.S. 
Steel) from prosecution. How else could 
a system designed by politicians and peo- 
pled by political appointees operate? 


The Phantom Menace 

But isn’t the threat of monopoly dangerous 
enough to warrant laws against it, even if 
they, as with all other laws, are imperfectly 
enforced? 

In a free market, companies rarely, if 
ever, attain monopolies. When they do, 
it is usually because they have invented 
new products or services and thus have no 
direct competitors. For example, Apple’s 
2007 introduction of the iPhone gave the 
company a near monopoly on the smart- 
phone market at the time, enabling it to 
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charge high prices for its product; Apple 
turned a $326 profit on every second-gen- 
eration iPhone sold. 

This huge profit margin, however, is 
precisely what makes free-market mo- 
nopolies exceedingly short-lived, because 
it attracts competitors. Within four years, 
Apple’s monopoly on the smartphone 
market was shattered by the introduction 
of Android-based smartphones such as the 
Samsung Galaxy. Today there is a wide 
variety of smartphones that do much more 
than the original iPhone yet cost almost 
nothing; sometimes they are even given 
away. Had the government imposed price 
controls or otherwise hampered Apple’s 
ability to make “obscene” profits on the 
original iPhones, other companies would 
have had much less incentive to challenge 
the iPhone’s dominance, and Apple would 
have had little reason to invest in improve- 
ments to its own product. 

Any doubts that market dominance is 
fleeting can be dispelled by a look at the 
Fortune 500 over time. The American En- 
terprise Institute’s Mark Perry recently 
compared Fortune 500 firms in 1955 to 
those in 2017. Perry found that only 60 
companies were on both lists, meaning 
that 88 percent of the top firms in 1955 
“have either gone bankrupt, merged with 
(or were acquired by) another firm, or they 
still exist but have fallen from the top For- 
tune 500 companies (ranked by total rev- 
enues).” Those remaining on the list have 
generally changed positions on it, and 
many of the companies on the 2017 list 
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— Walmart, Apple, and Amazon among 
them — didn’t even exist in 1955. Perry 
also noted that a company’s average ten- 
ure on the S&P 500 continues to shrink, 
from 33 years in 1965 to 20 years in 1990 
to a forecast 14 years by 2026. “At the 
current churn rate,” he wrote, “about half 
of today’s S&P 500 firms will be replaced 
over the next 10 years.” 

Mainstream economists fret about the 
dangers of monopoly because they have 
been taught that the ideal economy is one 
of so-called perfect competition in which 
there are so many sellers and buyers who all 
possess perfect knowledge of past, present, 
and future market conditions that none of 
them can have a significant effect on the 
market price of any good or service. In this 
ideal world, there are no profits or losses. 

Of course, as economist Richard Ebel- 
ing, an adherent of the Austrian school of 
economics, pointed out in a column for 
the Future of Freedom Foundation, “such 
a theory assumes away all the reality of 
what we normally think of as competi- 
tion: an active rivalry among sellers each 
of whom has limited and imperfect knowl- 
edge, and is attempting to discover ways 
and means to make new, better and less 
expensive goods to offer to the consum- 
ing public, precisely as the method by 
which profits may be made and losses 
avoided.... Actual market conditions are 
then evaluated and judged by a standard 
or benchmark ... that almost by necessity 
condemns any real competitive situation 
at most moments in time as being ‘anti- 
competitive’ and therefore potentially 
‘monopolistic.’” 

In fact, under the perfect-competition 
theory, anyone who “‘is able to influence 
the market price at which he sells his prod- 
uct, and make his product different from 
that offered by any other seller in a given 
market,” is considered a “monopolist,” 
Ebeling explained. What’s more, main- 
stream economists assume that anyone 
able to influence the market price of his 
product at any given moment in time will 
always be able to do so, which is why such 
“monopolies” must, in their opinion, be 
tamed by the government. But as we have 
seen, in a dynamic, real-world economy, 
market conditions are constantly in flux, 
and one seller’s “monopolistic” profits are 
likely to be siphoned off by competitors in 
relatively short order. 
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Treacherous Trusts 

If free-market “monopolies” do not pre- 
sent much of a danger to the public, then 
what types of monopolies do? “When 
looked at dispassionately, factually, and 
historically,” penned Ebeling, “monopoly 
has almost always represented a problem 
in society only when created, protected or 
imposed by government intervention.” 

AT&T had a virtual monopoly on U.S. 
telephone service for much of the 20th 
century, thanks in part to a 1913 antitrust 
settlement that enabled it to consolidate 
its control over much of the telephone 
system by purchasing local telephone 
companies in key areas of the country. 
(See how well antitrust works?) Collu- 
sion with politicians led to the one-year 
nationalization of the telephone system 
during World War I, during which time 
AT&T captured the regulatory body 
overseeing it, eventually regulating its 
competitors out of existence. State gov- 
ernments got into the act, too, variously 
restricting or prohibiting competition in 
both local phone service and the installa- 
tion of telephone lines. 

For the next six decades, Americans 
were at AT&T’s mercy. All telephones 
were owned by AT&T, which charged 
customers a monthly rental fee and addi- 
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tional fees if the phone needed servicing. 
Long-distance rates were steep, and urban 
customers were forced to pay higher rates 
to subsidize rural ones. With no fear of 
competition, the company had little rea- 
son to improve its service, and it was no- 
toriously unresponsive to customers. No 
wonder Lily Tomlin got so much comic 
mileage out of her character Ernestine the 
telephone operator, who told one angry 
customer, ““We’re the phone company. We 
don’t care; we don’t have to.” 

In 1974, the federal government finally 
decided to do something about AT&T’s 
stranglehold on the U.S. telecommunica- 
tions system. Naturally, it chose to file an 
antitrust suit rather than attack the regula- 
tions and sweetheart deals that had cre- 
ated the monopoly in the first place; that, 
after all, would have been an admission 
of guilt on Uncle Sam’s part. Neverthe- 
less, eight years later, when the case was 
finally settled, it proved to be a boon to 
consumers. Competitors such as MCI and 
Sprint rushed into the long-distance mar- 
ket, telephone rates plummeted while ser- 
vice improved, and Americans put AT&T 
out of the phone-manufacturing business. 
Today there is no single telephone com- 
pany, and cellphones and Internet tele- 
phony have freed Americans even further 


May iPhone you on my Samsung? Although the iPhone gave Apple a monopoly on the 
smartphone market, free-market competition brought that monopoly to a swift end. 
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Smooth operator: AT&T’s decades-long monopoly on the telecommunications system was the 
result not of the free market, but of laws, regulations, and even an antitrust settlement. 


from a monopoly that never had to be. 

Government regulation of airlines from 
the 1930s to the 1970s restricted entry into 
the industry, creating an oligopoly, and 
kept fares largely out of reach of the aver- 
age American. Deregulation, on the other 
hand, brought fares down and made fly- 
ing so common that a 2003 survey by the 
Bureau of Transportation Statistics found 
that 82 percent of Americans had flown 
commercially. 

Monopoly privileges also help explain 
why the U.S. healthcare system is so out 
of whack compared to what it could be 
in a genuinely free market. “The Ameri- 
can Medical Association (AMA) has had 
a government-granted monopoly on the 
healthcare system for over 100 years,” 
Kel Kelly wrote in a Mises Institute 
article. “It has intentionally restricted 
the number of doctors allowed to prac- 
tice medicine so as to raise physician 
incomes artificially.” To that end, the 
AMA got states to restrict the number of 
medical schools while guaranteeing that 
only AMA members would sit on state 
licensing boards. In addition, the AMA 
has a government-granted monopoly on 
the Medicare billing codes, for which 
physicians are collectively forced to pay 
the group a tidy $100 million a year. 

Government-granted monopolies 
on cable television and broadband ser- 
vice are one reason some people are up 
in arms over the Time Warner-AT&T 
merger. Because local governments 
have given Time Warner nearly exclu- 
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sive rights to provide cable and broad- 
band service in certain areas, some fear 
that the combination of Time Warner 
and AT&T will restrict people’s access 
to content the conglomerate doesn’t pro- 
duce while hiking prices it charges other 
providers for content it does produce. 
Such fears “seem misplaced in an age 
when anyone with a smartphone can be 
a content creator, and when new entrants 
like Netflix, Amazon, Hulu, and Disney 
are disrupting content distribution,” ar- 
gued Bednarz. But even if these con- 
cerns have a genuine basis, the obvious 
solution is to do away with the existing 
monopoly privileges, not to use antitrust 
law to try to rectify problems created by 
other government interventions. 

Indeed, crusaders for more govern- 
ment intervention to prevent monopolies 
should consider the fact that government 
policies frequently encourage consolida- 
tion and inhibit competition. “There are 
tremendous regulatory forces in play 
today that encourage the Instagram sell- 
out over the Snapchat IPO [Initial Public 
Offering],” National Reviews Jain Mur- 
ray observed. Chief among them, he con- 
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law, which has 
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turned IPOs into 
“extremely oner- 
ous undertakings,” 
forcing entrepre- 
neurs to seek fund- 
ing elsewhere, yet 
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regulators have put the kibosh on new, 
innovative equity funding methods. 

“The result,” Murray maintained, “is 
that financial regulation aimed at stopping 
‘too big to fail’ actually created a problem 
of ‘too small to succeed.’ Larger firms 
may have become entrenched because 
regulation makes it too difficult to lend to 
startups and skews the incentives when it 
comes to a successful startup growing or 
selling out to a larger firm.” 


From Bad to Worse to Better 

Existing antitrust law is bad enough. It 
interferes with voluntary transactions 
between private actors; ignores sound, 
real-world economics in favor of pie-in- 
the-sky models; destroys successful big 
businesses; prevents smaller competitors 
from growing; and, to top it all off, is un- 
constitutional. 

Enforcing existing antitrust law more 
vigorously and increasing its scope to en- 
compass “social justice” would be even 
worse. It would introduce an even greater 
degree of politicization and arbitrariness 
into antitrust enforcement than already 
obtains, creating significant uncertainty 
around a wide array of business deci- 
sions, with the perfectly predictable result 
of slower economic growth and a lower 
standard of living for most Americans. It 
would increase the power of government 
at the expense of Americans’ God-given 
liberties. And it would only encourage 
corporations to seek closer, more corrupt 
alliances with government officials in an 
effort to protect themselves and get their 
own piece of the pie. 

Rather than growing the government, 
would-be trustbusters ought to heed the 
trustworthy words of former Congress- 
man Ron Paul: “Those concerned about 
excessive corporate power should join 
supporters of the free market in repu- 
diating the regulations, taxes, and sub- 
sidies that benefit politically powerful 
businesses.” Hl 
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MILLENNIALS.. “SIGH? 
WHERE DO WE BEGIN? 


Millennials include vast numbers of collegiates who were 
taught to be anti-white, anti-God, anti-capitalist, anti- 
male, and pro-socialist. They’re wrong, but how do you 
reach them? 


by Robin Kinderman 


illennials are currently known 
as the young, clueless, rude 
college students who riot for 


causes they don’t understand, spew ob- 
scene words at anyone who won’t lis- 
ten to them, and promote the same type 
of government that caused millions of 
deaths in Germany and Russia. Ranging 
in age from 20 to 35 years old (depend- 
ing on what source you read), they will 
be the largest voting bloc in the 2020 
election. This leaves many of us (myself 
included), scratching our heads, asking 
“How do we turn them around?” The 
answer, my friends, is awareness and 
education — not just for them, but for 
ourselves as well. 

Katie Petrick, fellow Millennial and 
host of Healthy Republic on Freedom 
Project Media, recently gave a presenta- 
tion entitled “Minding Millennials” to a 
mostly Baby Boomer crowd at a local res- 
taurant. In it, she explained why Millenni- 
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als are the way we are, and how the older 
generations can connect with us. 

The first part of understanding this 
generation is understanding the culture 
we grew up in. For that, Katie breaks it 
down into two sections — before and after 
the Internet. Those born in the ’80s (such 
as Katie and myself) remember life be- 
fore the Internet entered our homes. We 
remember playing outside. We remember 
using a card catalog and encyclopedia to 
do book reports in grade school. We re- 
member passing notes and writing letters 
to our friends and talking on a landline. 
Those born in the 790s are totally differ- 
ent. They never knew life without com- 
puters or without the Internet. They were 
introduced to the web at a very young age, 
received cellphones at a young age, and 
have always been surrounded by social 
media in one form or another (MySpace, 
Facebook, Twitter, etc.). Another major 
event Katie cites is 9/11. We “older” 
Millennials, as Katie calls us, remember 
exactly where we were when the planes 


Pretense of perfection: The advent of 
Cellphone cameras and the ability to easily 
upload photos to social media gave rise to the 
“selfie,” and has majorly contributed to “social 
perfectionism.” 


crashed into the Twin Towers, and we un- 
derstood the gravity of the situation. For 
the “younger” Millennials, they recall this 
simply as something bad that happened, 
much like some Baby Boomers remember 
where they were when John F. Kennedy 
was assassinated, while others just know 
it happened. 

Breaking the Millennials down into two 
different groups is necessary because they 
exhibit some very different traits. This is 
because, according to Katie, the older 
Millennials were raised by Baby Boomers, 
while the younger Millennials were raised 
by Generation X: 


They (Baby Boomers) came out of the 
Greatest Generation. So you have the 
grandparents being from the Greatest 
Generation, the parents being the Baby 
Boomers, and then you have the older 
Millennials. So I think there’s that 
hard work ethic that is passed down. 
Now, you otherwise have the Silent 
Generation (1925 to 1945), who had 
Generation X (1965 to 1979), who 
had the younger Millennials. Genera- 
tion X — some call them the “Bust” 
generation — they were the slackers 
in high school, they grew up with the 
Grunge era, they didn’t care, they were 
fun, but they didn’t put forth any ef- 
fort. But what you see now is they are 
actually the generation that has a lot of 
entrepreneurs — which is great for the 
country — but the issue that I see com- 
ing from that is that they are entrepre- 
neurs, so they maybe just turn around 
and give their kids what they want. 


Even though the Internet and being raised 
by two very different generations of par- 
ents contribute a lot to our mindsets, both 
the older and younger Millennials share 
the personality trait of “transparency.” 
This is thanks to the culture we grew up in. 
For us older Millennials, the first president 
we remember is Bill Clinton. I personally 
don’t remember any of the good things 
he did as president, I just remember the 
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Millennials find socialism appealing simply because 
they are dissatisfied with their current economic 
situation. They are old enough to see and realize that 
life costs money and it’s not easy. Not only that, but 


its unfair. 


media constantly talking about his “sexual 
relations.” While that was going on in pol- 
itics, in entertainment we had the culture- 
shaking introduction of reality TV; MTV 
somehow found a way to make people’s 
everyday personal lives entertaining, and 
we ate it up. Since The Real World debuted 
in 1992, dozens of reality shows have fol- 
lowed, giving us the impression that our 
lives should be glamorous, dramatic, and 
most importantly, transparent. Add to 
this social media hitting the scene with 
MySpace in 2003, Facebook in 2004, and 
Twitter in 2006, and you have the perfect 
little equation of narcissistic madness that 
results in the modern-day 25-year-old. Oh 
yeah, and let’s not forget that we were also 
products of the “self-esteem” movement. 
In his book Se/fie, Will Storr explains 
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that the self-esteem movement was a 
revolutionary movement in the late ’80s 
and early ’90s in which new studies were 
claiming that praising people (children 
in particular) would end society’s prob- 
lems. The result was elementary children 
being handed trophies for participation 
and constantly being told they were spe- 
cial. This has resulted in a generation 
of young adults who constantly require 
attention and want to be rewarded for 
showing up to work — regardless of 
whether they’re on time or not. Katie 
touched on this as well: 


We are the “me, me, me” generation 
— Time called us that.... We’re a 
generation that needs to be reassured 
of things, we like that transparency, 


Following their lead: The tidal wave of reality shows that began in the early 90s told millennials 
that their lives should be glamorous, full of drama, and completely out in the open. (Cast of 


MTV's Jersey Shore shown here.) 
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we like to know what’s happening. 
And we really want to know how 
we’re doing. More than anything, we 
want to know, are we doing it right? 
Are we doing okay? 


Positive feedback is great, but children 
need to be taught that they have to earn 
rewards. When they aren’t, entrance into 
the real world and the workforce becomes 
a very rude awakening. Often (at least in 
my experience), these young adults get 
scolded for things they didn’t know they 
were doing wrong and may not have un- 
derstood why they were wrong. 

Not to put all the blame on our parents, 
but we grew up being told at home and at 
school how special we were, and that we 
could be anything we wanted to be. We 
were told that all we had to do was get 
good grades, go to college, and then we’d 
have a great job and be able to buy a house, 
and life would be great. Unfortunately, it 
didn’t quite work out that way. By the time 
I graduated high school, colleges had low- 
ered their standards to a point where almost 
anyone could get in. I did, but I shouldn’t 
have — I wasn’t ready. But I did, and I was 
required to enroll in a bunch of “liberal 
arts” classes — the “isms,” as Katie calls 
them. At the time, I thought I was going to 
be so smart and worldly — I soon realized 
those classes were practically worthless. As 
Katie put it, we’ve been sold a false narra- 
tive, and now we have to pay the conse- 
quences of it: 


It’s not about reading, writing, arith- 
metic. It’s about what social values 
can we instill in your kid, what can 
we indoctrinate your children with. ... 
We’re hurting in our schools because 
we’re not teaching our kids. It’s more 
political agenda than anything. 


Not only are our schools teaching leftist 
politics, but many Millennials find social- 
ism appealing simply because they are 
dissatisfied with their current economic 
situation. They are old enough to see and 
realize that life costs money and it’s not 
easy. Not only that, but it’s unfair. Our 
parents were able to get through college 
with little debt, buy a house, and raise a 
family comfortably. Now here we are, 40 
grand in debt, renting apartments, hoping 
we can afford a pet and feeling accom- 
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Praise for participating: Rewarding kids for participating may have made them feel special at 


the moment, but it has helped to create a generation of young adults with low work ethic and 


narcissistic tendencies. 


plished if we don’t go completely broke 
between paychecks. The promises of so- 
cialism — free schooling, free healthcare, 
grocery assistance, etc. — seem like the 
only viable option for getting through life 
relatively stress-free. Why should I (or any 
other Millennial) care how much control 
the federal government has as long as I’m 
being taken care of? 

Millennials are largely unaware that 
socialism (like communism) sounds 
fantastic on paper, but in practice it’s a 
completely different picture. Few Millen- 
nials realize that because they’ve never 
known any different system. We are the 
age of Clinton, Bush, and Obama. We are 
familiar with food stamps, Badgercare, 
low wages, high taxes, and no privacy. 
We can’t understand what we don’t know, 
what we haven’t experienced ourselves. 

A generation is defined by the char- 
acteristics of the people when they were 
“coming of age” — roughly 15 to 18 
years old. These characteristics are a re- 
sult of political, social, economic, and 
cultural influences. The Greatest Gen- 
eration (coming of age during WWII) 
was humble, determined, and faithful. 
The Silent Generation (post-WWII) was 
respectful, conservative, and traditional. 
The Baby Boomers (civil rights, Viet- 
nam) were hard-working, competitive, 
and disciplined. Generation X (excess 
lifestyle, materialism) are independent, 
lazy, and flexible. Millennials (Internet, 
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social media, reality TV) are seen as lib- 
eral, narcissistic, and disrespectful. Of 
course, we do have some positive traits, 
such as being tech-savvy and flexible, 
but the negatives outweigh the positives. 
How do we change this? 

According to Katie, it’s all about edu- 
cation: 


It may seem like this generation 
is hopeless, but every generation 
blames the one before. I look back to 
our Founders. In 1776, they weren’t 
old guys. They were all our age.... 
These guys, they were us. So what’s 
to stop any of us from bringing it 
back? Id like to think that continu- 
ing to let people know and open their 
eyes to this — I think there’s hope. 


Many of our readers know that educa- 
tion has been on a steady downhill slide 
for many decades now. What many 
may not realize is that we (Millennials) 
are not ignorant by choice — we just 
haven’t been taught. I, personally, do not 
remember learning about the Constitu- 
tion or the Bill of Rights at any point 
in school. I remember learning that our 
Founding Fathers threw some tea in the 
harbor, wrote the Declaration, and start- 
ed a war, and we became a new coun- 
try. I learned far more about the Civil 
Rights Movement than I did the birth of 
our country. So unless I take it upon my- 
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self to learn these things, I have no idea 
that our country’s problems are due to 
the federal government casting aside the 
rules written for it. If one were to read 
the Constitution and Bill of Rights, they 
would see that many problems could 
be fixed if our elected officials would 
simply uphold the Constitution. During 
Katie’s presentation, an older gentleman 
asked how to relate to Millennials and 
get them to understand that socialism is 
not the answer. Her reply: 


We just need to be talked to. We 
need to be educated. Just talk to us. 
We’re not mean people. We want to 
be educated, we want to know — 
we’ve just been indoctrinated.... 
Have a conversation with us. Show 
us the documents. Engage us. We 
need to be engaged and feel like 
we're part of things. Make us feel 
like we can make a change and we 
can do something, and we’ ll see the 
error of our ways. 


As a Millennial myself, I can say that 
Katie speaks the truth. As one who grew 
up in a Democrat household, I know that 
all it takes is awareness and education 
to turn the tide. As the famous saying 
goes, those who do not learn history are 
doomed to repeat it. What many people 
my age also need to realize is that horrific 
events such as the murders under Hitler’s 
Third Reich in Germany or the Marx- 
ist revolution in Russia do not happen 
overnight. They infiltrate little by little, 
piece by piece, so that you do not realize 
what’s happening. Before Jews were being 
shipped off to concentration camps, Hitler 
was nationalizing the police force, federal- 
izing schools, and requiring everyone to 
carry IDs. These acts by themselves do not 
seem too harmful — especially if they’re 
presented the right way. This is what is 
happening in America right now, and as 
the largest voting bloc in 2020, it’s up to 
us Millennials to get our country back on 
track. To do this, we need to become edu- 
cated. If you are a Millennial reading this, 
share it with your friends. If you are of an 
older generation and know a Millennial, 
engage them in conversation about what 
you have witnessed in your lifetime and 
how it can relate to them. It’s not too late 
to change a mind. 
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Selfie: How We Became So Self-Obsessed 
and What It’s Doing to Us, by Will Storr, 
New York: Overlook Press, 2018 ed., 416 
pages, hardcover. 


now, but it seems that no matter which 
source I read, I find that I am part of 
the Millennial generation. I don’t like this. 
I was born in 1985. My childhood was 
spent outside, not in front of a computer, 
and I didn’t have my first cellphone until 
I was 18. I don’t take pictures of myself 
with my phone — in fact, my phone isn’t 
even my primary camera — and I don’t 
post minute-by-minute updates of my life 
on social media. I don’t want anything to 
do with all the negative stereotypes that 
are associated with being a “Millennial.” 
And so, when a book entitled Selfie: 
How We Became So Self-Obsessed and 


I ’ve been disputing it for a few years 
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What It’s Doing to Us came across my 
desk, I was instantly intrigued. Surely 
this book would justify my reasoning that 
I wasn’t a Millennial, right? 

Wrong. What I learned in reading this 
book was that I am in fact — as much as 
I hate it — a product of the self-esteem 
movement of the late ’80s and early ’?90s 
that resulted in Millennials being so self- 
centered. Whether I like it or not, I possess 
personality traits that are purely and com- 
pletely Millennial. Let me explain. 

Author and journalist Will Storr doesn’t 
focus just on today’s 20-somethings. In- 
stead, he investigates history to explain 
and understand how we arrived at this 
point. 

He sections the book into different parts 
of the Self: the Dying Self, the Tribal 
Self, the Perfectible Self, the Bad Self, 
the Good Self, the Special Self, and the 
Digital Self. 

The Dying Self — the very beginning 
of the book — grabs one’s attention with 
a relevant hot topic. Why are suicide rates 
higher today than they have ever been be- 
fore? Why are so many people — young 
people — on medication for depression 
and anxiety? Studies show that those who 
commit suicide are often obsessed with 
“social perfectionism” — perfection ac- 
cording to what they think other people 
expect of them. When people’s lives fall 
short of these high expectations and they 
feel they have lost control, suicide be- 
comes a risk. 

I’m sure many of you reading this are al- 
ready thinking to yourselves, “Social media 
is to blame for this.” Evidence says you 
would be correct in that assumption. While 
doing research for his book, Storr met with 
several doctors and social scientists, one 
being Professor Gordon Flett. Flett told 
him that the modern world is giving people 
a greater number of opportunities to feel 
like failures. Social media has enabled a 
phenomenon he called the “Perfectionist 
Presentation,” which Flett said is 


the tendency to put on a false front of 
seeming perfect, where you cover up 
mistakes and shortcomings.... You’ ll 
see this especially among younger 
people, who portray their lives on so- 
cial media. For the person who feels 
they need to keep up with others, that 
seems to be an added pressure. It’s 
like, “here’s my perfect life, take a 
look at it.” 


This was the paragraph that hit a nerve 
with me. This is exactly what I and all 
my friends were doing on social media 
— posting about everything that has gone 
well, but not about everything that hasn’t 
— and it was having a negative effect on 
me. I felt I was lagging in life. My first 
stint at college was a disappointment, so 
I ended up going for round two, which 
resulted in me not landing a “profes- 
sional” job until I was 29. I don’t own a 
house yet; I’m not married; and I don’t 
feel financially stable. All my friends are 
doing great, though — they constantly 
post pictures and status updates of their 
new vehicles, their perfectly baked cook- 
ies, their trips to Italy and Mexico, their 
new Offices, their beautiful children, etc. 
How are they able to do all this?! Where 
have I gone wrong?! 

The answer is that I haven’t. Sure, if 
I had made some smarter choices in my 
early 20s, I could be better off right now, 
but my situation is not uncommon. The 
problem is that social media, especially 
Facebook, enables us to share only what 
we want to share, and of course, we share 
only the most perfect moments because 
this makes us feel better about ourselves. 
This makes us feel like we’re keeping up 
with everyone else. Storr quotes Gregory 
Ells, director of counseling and psycho- 
logical services at Cornell University, as 
saying, “Social media is a huge contribu- 
tor to the misperception among students 
that peers aren’t also struggling.” Posting 
pictures of your perfect moments may 


21 


BOOK REVIEW 


Rather than just academics, children were being 
taught that they were special, and they mattered. I can 
remember sitting in the gym in first grade with all my 
classmates for a “concert” — a man with a guitar who 
sang songs about being special and feeling good. 


make you feel successful, but it’s only 
temporary. The more permanent feeling is 
one of depression and angst as you scroll 
through endless pics of everyone else’s 
perfect lives. 

After this overall diagnosis of the prob- 
lems inflicted on the Millennial genera- 
tion, Storr goes into the history of the Self, 
describing how each stage in the develop- 
ment of the Self gave us personality traits 
that evolved into the current self-obsessed 
person of the 21st century. 

In the very beginning, there was the 
Tribal Self. The Tribal Self is animalis- 
tic. People are by nature group-oriented, 
and to survive in a group, we must care 
about status within the hierarchy of the 
group. We are wired to judge others. Storr 
writes that upon meeting someone new, 
we automatically encode three points of 


information: age, gender, and race. Stud- 
ies have shown that we prefer our own 
race — people of our race are part of our 
group — therefore they are safe. It was 
also within the era of the Tribal Self that 
humans defined what exactly makes one 
a “good” person: selflessness. A good 
person was one who always looked out 
for the benefit and well-being of others. 

Next came the Perfectible Self, thanks 
to the Greeks. The Greeks were obsessed 
with physical beauty. To be fit and beau- 
tiful meant you were an ethically good 
person. It was out of Greek civilization 
that we got the Olympics, a contest of the 
very best athletes in the world. The Greeks 
also gave us the “Hero story”: With great 
power and courage, you can change your 
life and your world. Therefore, one should 
always strive to be perfect. 


Your life is better than mine: Social media sites such as Facebook, and the unlimited, instant access 


to the sites that smartphones allow, have created a new condition called “social perfectionism,” 
which is said to be a major factor in the rise of mental illnesses and suicides in young adults. 
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After the Greeks came the Christians, 
and what Storr calls the Bad Self. Chris- 
tianity frowned on the Greeks’ obsession 
with physical beauty and selfishness. 
One’s life should be in pursuit of pleas- 
ing God and serving others, instead of 
oneself. Doing what is pleasing to God 
(what is right) is what leads to happiness. 
The Catholic religion teaches humility. A 
good person is one who is hard-working, 
humble, and in service to God. Storr 
writes that the Christians had taken the 
pursuit of the perfect self and turned it 
inwards — life was a continual battle 
to make their inner selves better with 
prayer, self denial, and flagellation. Per- 
fection lies with God. 

Speeding ahead into the 20th century, 
we stumble upon the Good Self, a prod- 
uct of the “Great Compression,” a time 
Storr says economists describe as a nar- 
rowing of the income gap between 1945 
and 1975 that resulted in higher wages, 
more college graduates, automation, and 
corporations. In this new metropolitan 
world, to get ahead meant one had to 
get along with the group. This meant 
being likeable. It was during this era 
that books such as How to Win Friends 
and Influence People by Dale Carnegie 
were published. This was the era that 
produced Carl Rogers, a psychologist 
who, expanding on Maslow’s Actualiza- 
tion of Self, promoted the idea that for 
a person to be his best self, he needs to 
be in an environment of openness, ac- 
ceptance, and empathy. He needs to be 
free of society’s judgment and disdain. 
Rogers pioneered the Human Potential 
Movement, which spawned experiments, 
classes, and studies. The result was a 
mass of people who now felt they didn’t 
have to answer to the authority of any- 
one — if they wanted to be happy (and 
why wouldn’t anyone else want them to 
be happy?), they must listen only to their 
“imperial inner selves.” 

Out of this new phenomenon came a 
base camp to continue these classes and 
observations of people. Enter stage left, 
the Esalen Institute. The Esalen Institute, 
based in Big Sur, California, was a “re- 
treat” for those looking to explore their 
true, inner selves. Along with medita- 
tion and yoga, Esalen’s main goal was 
to get people to reveal their true selves. 
Storr spends the better part of his book 
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I like me: Published in 1957, Atlas Shrugged promoted limited government, capitalism, and 
individualism. Author Ayn Rand felt the most important right was that of the individual. It worked 
hand-in-hand with liberal messages to lead to the disastrous self-esteem movement. 


on Esalen and its effects on society, but 
it can mostly be summed up in this state- 
ment from Sociology Professor Marion 
Goldman: 


Esalen played a critical role in in- 
troducing and promoting esoteric 
spirituality so that it flowed into 
mainstream culture.... Millions of 
contemporary Americans identify 
themselves as spiritual, not reli- 
gious, because the Institute paved 
the way for them to explore spiritu- 
ality without affiliating with estab- 
lished denominations.... The basic 
assumption that God is part of all 
beings and that we are gods is Es- 
alen’s cornerstone. 


At the same time Esalen was taking over 
the country, a new, revolutionary book also 
had people thinking in a different light. 
Atlas Shrugged, published in 1957 by Ayn 
Rand — a woman who had witnessed the 
destruction of Russia by communists as a 
child — had taken the country by storm. 
Storr writes, “The book was a hymn to in- 
dividualism, a moral argument that human 
civilization was the work of single-minded 
creators who needed, more than anything, 
to be free in order to build.” Ayn Rand 
once said, “Men have been taught that 
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the highest virtue is not to achieve, but to 
give. Yet one cannot give that which has 
not been created. The first right on earth is 
the right of the ego.” 

Although Atlas Shrugged condemned 
socialism and championed capitalism 
and free markets, its influence, along 
with that of the Esalen Institute, led to 
the Special Self. 

The era of the Special Self is the one I 
am most familiar with. This was the time 
— during the late ’80s and early ’90s — 
that California assemblyman John Vas- 
concellos decided that self-esteem was 
the answer to ending society’s problems. 
If we could just get people to feel good 
about themselves, there wouldn’t be any 
more unemployment, abuse, domestic 
violence, educational failure, etc. I am 
too young to remember John Vasconcel- 
los, but I do remember the result of his 
campaign. His “Task Force to Promote 
Self-Esteem and Personal and Social Re- 
sponsibility” spread like wildfire and in- 
fected elementary schools across Ameri- 
ca. Rather than just academics, children 
were being taught that they were special, 
and they mattered. I can remember sit- 
ting in the gym in first grade with all 
my classmates for a “concert” — a man 
with a guitar who sang songs about being 
special and feeling good. I still have that 
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tape somewhere. I remember earning 
a ribbon for 10th place in third grade 
for track and field. I knew I wasn’t any 
good, and I thought it was kind of a joke 
that I received a ribbon. I still remember 
the day they stopped keeping score at my 
brothers’ Little League games. I asked 
my mom what the point of playing was if 
they weren’t keeping score. She replied 
that it was “just to have fun.” I remember 
in fourth grade, I used to get so upset at 
math problems that I would be on the 
verge of crying; the teacher would tell 
me it was okay and to just skip those 
problems. To this day, I don’t know how 
to do long division. 

The self-esteem movement may have 
lasted only a decade or so, but its effects 
carried on in my generation — something 
I only now realized in reading this book. 
It may have been partially self-esteem 
training and partially how I was raised, 
but I have always had an issue with au- 
thority: When taking on a new job, I have 
more than once gotten in trouble for not 
following directions because I thought 
my way of doing things was better. I 
have always shied away from things that 
don’t contribute to my good mood; I hate 
confrontation and negativity. You might 
think that this is human nature, but after 
reading this book, I see it as being a prod- 
uct of the self-esteem movement and the 
Millennial generation. The Right is cor- 
rect in calling us “snowflakes.” We were 
raised to be special. We try not to do or 
partake in anything that hurts our feel- 
ings. We don’t want to listen to others’ 
opinions. We don’t want to take direc- 
tions from anyone except ourselves. The 
world is our oyster. If you don’t like that, 
then move along. 

Social media has only added to this 
mess, as Storr explains in the last chapter, 
the Digital Self. In 2006, Time magazine 
awarded their annual Person of the Year 
award to “You.” Storr writes, 


“You” had arrived, and to get along 
and get ahead in this new you-sat- 
urated arena, you had to be a bet- 
ter you than all the other yous that 
were suddenly surrounding you. 
You had to be more entertaining, 
more original, more beautiful, with 
more friends, have wittier lines and 
more righteous opinions, and you’d 
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The Right is correct in calling us “snowflakes.” We 
were raised to be special. We try not to do or partake 
in anything that hurts our feelings. We don’t want 

to listen to others’ opinions. We don’t want to take 
directions from anyone except ourselves. 


best be doing it looking stylish in 
interesting places with your break- 
fast healthy, delicious and beauti- 
fully lit. 


Storr wraps up his book with a narrative 
on our current political era and the role 
the Millennial generation has played in it. 
This especially opened my eyes, for I saw 
myself as he described: 


Social media appears to be making 
what was already a serious problem 
worse. Every day, millions of us are 
needled and outraged by the hys- 
terically stated views of those with 
whom we don’t agree. Our irritation 


pushes us into a place of fiercer op- 
position. The more emotional we be- 
come, the less rational we become, 
the less able to properly reason. In 
an attempt to quieten the stress, we 
begin muting, blocking, de-friend- 
ing and unfollowing. And we’re 
in an echo chamber now, shielded 
from diverse perspectives that might 
otherwise have made us wiser and 
more empathetic and open. Safe in 
the digital cocoon we’ve construct- 
ed, surrounded by voices who flat- 
ter us with agreement, we become 
yet more convinced of our essential 
rightness, and so pushed even fur- 
ther away from our opponents, who 
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by now seem practically evil in their 
bloody-minded wrongness. 


Storr’s solution to this current state of self- 
obsession is pretty simple and straightfor- 
ward. We must accept that we are not gods. 
The world does not revolve around us. We 
are neither perfect nor infallible. We are all 
flawed. It’s once we free ourselves from 
society’s demands that we can truly be 
happy. Rather than spend so much time on 
ourselves, we need to spend time on our en- 
vironment: our family, friends, workplace, 
neighborhood, the city we live in. And most 
importantly, in my opinion, we need to get 
off social media. We need to return to actu- 
ally spending time with those we care about, 
engaged in face-to-face conversation, dis- 
cussing topics we may not agree with. We 
need to get out of the bubbles we’ve created 
and return to the real world, the one full of 
complicated, flawed, fallible human beings. 
It is only through this that we can get away 
from the stigmas that have enveloped the 
Millennial generation and become produc- 
tive citizens who contribute to society and 
restore this country to its former glory. 
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Game of Trolls 


The Sinister Face of Facebook 


Facebook, which was sold as a medium wherein citizens 
could counter government propaganda, now provides 
tools to governments to squash dissent. 
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Facebook fail: Fewer people are eager to give Facebook thumbs up, owing to the company’s 
policies of censoring content. 


by Tatiana Christy 


ppressive governments around 
@) the world have realized that so- 

cial media have become powerful 
alternative voices to official propaganda, 
so governments have not stopped looking 
for ways to combat political and social 
dissent on those media. Governments per- 
secute dissenting voices either by openly 
denying access to the Internet and social 
media or by harassing critics, especially 
during elections or turbulent events. We 
have seen such trends in Africa, Asia, 
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and the Middle East, in countries such as 
Russia, China, Turkey, and many others. 
Such governments quickly craft laws to 
justify their crackdown on Internet com- 
munication, wrapping them under notions 
of “public safety,” “terrorism,” “extrem- 
ism,” “traditional values,” “treason,” “in- 
decency,” etc. 

However, lately oppressive govern- 
ments have discovered a more subtle, 
but equally effective, way to censor and 
harass political opponents by using Face- 
book’s Community Standards as a weapon 
against dissent. 

When Facebook and Twitter were 
founded a decade ago, they heralded a new 
era in which the voices of ordinary citi- 
zens could be heard alongside — or even 
above — those of establishment insiders. 
From the Arab Spring and Occupy Wall 
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Street to demonstrations against Russia’s 
Vladimir Putin, activists have used social 
media to attract followers and broadcast 
their messages free from official oversight. 
But increasingly, authoritarian regimes are 
deploying social media to disseminate of- 
ficial propaganda and crack down on dis- 
sent. What began as a tool of freedom is 
being turned into a weapon of repression. 

In Facebook’s case, Pandora’s box was 
opened by its Community Standards, the 
company’s rules for determining what is 
permissible. Facebook says it is intolerant 
of “nudity, hate speech, self-harm, danger- 
ous organisations, bullying and harass- 
ment, sexual violence and exploitation, 
criminal activity, violence and graphic 
content.” And its “hate speech,” for ex- 
ample, covers content that directly attacks 
people based on their “race, ethnicity, na- 
tional origin, religion, sexual orientation, 
sex, gender or gender identity, or serious 
disabilities or diseases.” If the company 
finds violators of its standards, it generally 
blocks the content. 

And those Community Standards are 
being exploited to attack prominent voices 
of those who herald positive change. How 
it works: Repressive governments hire 
armies of trolls — either employed by the 
governments directly or by seemingly inde- 
pendent agencies — who go after govern- 
ment critics. The trolls single out Facebook 
accounts and, if they find any key words 
or phrases that Facebook might consider a 
“violation” of Community Standards, com- 
plain to Facebook about violations. If Face- 
book agrees with the complainant, one’s 
Facebook profile can simply disappear. 


Problem Platform 

The core of the problem is that Facebook is 
unreachable to request a formal audit or to 
obtain information about who complained 
about certain posts or profiles. A Facebook 
profile can disappear without any possibil- 
ity of users defending themselves. Some 
people have tried to fight the Facebook sys- 
tem by contacting media or NGOs dealing 
with free speech and human rights. Some 
looked for political help from the European 
Parliament or the European Commission, 
or writing directly to the very few official 
contacts Facebook has posted, but the bot- 
tom line is that such efforts often prove fu- 
tile. The company’s rules of conduct have 
turned into a powerful tool of censorship. 
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How it works: Repressive governments hire armies of 
trolls — either employed by the governments directly 


or by seemingly independent agencies — who go 


after Sovernment critics. 


It wasn’t supposed to be this way. 
Back in 2012, as Facebook prepared for 
its initial public offering, Mark Zucker- 
berg wrote a letter to investors touting 
the company’s role in helping ordinary 
citizens hold their leaders accountable. 
“By giving people the power to share, we 
are starting to see people make their voices 
heard on a different scale from what has 
historically been possible,” he wrote. 

Social media has undeniably helped ac- 
tivist movements draw attention to their 
causes. But regimes around the world 
have figured out how to use social media 
to drown out dissent. 

According to Freedom House’s “Free- 
dom of the Net 2017” report, fake news 
and trolls have led to a decline in global 
Internet freedom. In their yearly Freedom 
of the Net report, Freedom House studied 
65 countries worldwide between June 
2016 and May 2017 and found that Inter- 
net freedom has declined for the seventh 
consecutive year. In the case of Turkey, up 


to 6,000 trolls (real people) have been re- 
cruited by the ruling Justice and Develop- 
ment Party to infiltrate online discussions 
in order to spread propaganda and to iden- 
tify anyone criticizing the government. 
“The use of paid commentators and po- 
litical bots to spread government propa- 
ganda was pioneered by China and Russia 
but has now gone global,” said Michael J. 
Abramowitz, president of Freedom House. 
Russia does remain at the center of the 
discussion over the use of trolls and the dis- 
semination of fake news. The report cites 
one of the main players — the Internet 
Research Agency, a “troll farm” with links 
to Russian President Vladimir Putin. The 
report states that the Kremlin has long used 
such tactics to influence domestic politics 
by smearing opposition figures and fak- 
ing grassroots support of the government. 
Since 2012, Russian authorities have un- 
justifiably prosecuted dozens of people 
for criminal offenses on the basis of social 
media posts, online videos, media articles, 


Full of ... workers: A Russian “troll factory” in St. Petersburg, where hundreds of people work 
around the clock, infiltrating the Internet, adding praise for President Vladimir Putin and his 
government and smearing political opponents and the West. 
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and interviews, and shut down or blocked 
access to hundreds of websites. Russian 
authorities have also pushed through par- 
liament a raft of repressive laws regulating 
Internet content and infrastructure. 

Russia’s Internet war has spread glob- 
ally, but is especially visible in its former 
spheres of influence in Europe, which 
Russia is desperate to get back. Its biggest 
targets are Ukraine and the former coun- 
tries of the Warsaw Pact. 

Some governments in the region, such as 
the one in Bulgaria, which is criticized by 
watchdog human rights and media organi- 
zations for widespread corruption and sup- 
pressing freedom of speech, have adopted 
authoritarian tactics on cracking down on 
political dissent. In Bulgaria, Facebook 
pages of prominent journalists and politi- 
cal and human rights activists have become 
constant targets of trolls. Accounts of such 
individuals are continually being reported 
to Facebook and blocked or erased for sup- 
posedly “violating” Facebook Community 
Standards. Sources say that there are mas- 
sive troll factories functioning on the ter- 
ritory of Bulgaria, targeting government 
critics. This writer has requested an official 
statement from the Bulgarian Interior Min- 
istry and the country’s National Security 
Agency about these alleged troll factories, 
but both government entities have declined 
to comment. “If a government of a member 
of the European Union declines to respond 
to media questions on such essential top- 
ics as widespread censorship and suppres- 
sion of free speech, it means that there is 
something ominous happening there,” says 
Glenn Maxham, a former PBS anchor. 

One of the many victims of troll attacks 
in Bulgaria is Atanas Chobanov, the edi- 
tor-in-chief of the investigative reporting 
site Bivol. Chobanov is an award-winning 
journalist who writes about corruption 
and the abuse of power in Bulgaria. His 
account has been blocked multiple times 
by Facebook, based on reports of trolls. As 
a result Chobanov decided to stop using 
Facebook. He is one of the many examples 
of those abused by the platform. “I refuse 
to fight Facebook,” he says. “It has ad- 
opted totalitarian methods in its platform 
and it’s doing a disservice to democracy. 
It lacks transparency and it’s unwilling to 
open channels for communication, where 
affected individuals can report troll activ- 
ity and can be objectively reviewed and 
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audited. In this respect Face- 
book has become a dangerous 
monster,” states Chobanov. 

A similar fate has fallen 
upon two Lithuanian inves- 
tigative reporters — Dovy- 
das Pancerovas and Sarunas 
Cherniauskas — whose ac- 
counts have been blocked 
after trolls reported them 
for “hate speech.” In real- 
ity, their posts were against 
hate speech. “Trolls reported 
my posts for hate speech. 
Ironically, those were posts 
against hate speech ... and 
Facebook just blocked me 
without even looking into the 
post. This is dangerous,” says 
Cherniauskas. 

Trolls dig into someone’s 
account looking for words or 
phrases or pictures that might 
violate community standards. 
Some words may be in quotes 
or taken out of context; some 
are used to convey an opposite 
meaning — a message of tol- 
erance — but still Facebook’s 
system finds them to be a “violation.” The 
most common blocks occur when some- 
one is reported for using the word “gay” or 
its derivatives. Trolls report posts that use 
this word in the context of “hate speech.” 


Facebook and Fallacies 
A Facebook spokesman, Christine Chen, 
said that anyone can report material that 
violates Facebook Community Standards, 
but that the complaints are verified by 
Facebook. “When we look at something 
that has been flagged, it does not matter 
how many reports we receive about an 
individual post or profile, nor where the 
report comes from. Our teams review re- 
ports based on our policies, and will re- 
move the material if there is a violation.” 
However, according to Facebook sourc- 
es, when a Facebook user is the subject of 
a great number of reports, this may signal 
reviewers that something needs to be priori- 
tized for a more accelerated process, often 
resulting in the removal of content. In other 
words, the number of reports also matters. 
And this comes in really handy to trolls, 
who can massively batter a single profile 
in minutes through organized reporting. 
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We censor because we care: Facebook’s commitment to remove hate 
speech from its platform comes with armies of trolls, unscrupulously 
using Facebook’s Community Standards to stifle dissent. 


There is a myth that Facebook accounts 
are blocked automatically by algorithms, 
without human intervention. On the con- 
trary, there are real people who are part 
of the Facebook Community Operations 
team looking at reported content. These 
people span the globe and speak more than 
40 languages. 

So far, the company has been very unwill- 
ing to disclose details about the way con- 
tent reviewers are selected and monitored. 
There are reports that Facebook outsources 
this activity to third parties, who then hire 
content moderators — such as one entity in 
Germany described by Max Hoppenstedt in 
his article “A Visit to Facebook’s Recently 
Opened Center for Deleting Content.” 

The clandestine practices surrounding 
the operations of these centers are a cause 
for much speculation, leading to suspi- 
cions that certain reviewers might have 
received “special instructions” on how to 
treat certain accounts or be special govern- 
ment recruits. The lack of transparency for 
where such sites operate geographically 
or details on how reviewers are hired has 
brought Facebook lots of criticism. The 
company, however, is unwilling to discuss 


details in the hiring process of 
content moderators. 

Facebook, for its part, denies 
any bad intent. “Unfortunately, 
we do sometimes make mis- 
takes. Posts and accounts can 
sometimes be removed in error, 
and we restore them as soon as 
we are able to investigate. Our 
team processes millions of re- 
ports each week, and sometimes 
we do get things wrong. We’re 
very sorry about these mistakes 
and we welcome feedback and 
suggestions for improvement,” 
says Chen. 

Unfortunately, these words 
lack conviction: The victims re- 
ally have no place to complain. 
Dimitar Bojantchev, a Silicon 
Valley IT professional, says, 
“There is no effective way to 
communicate with Facebook. 
You simply don’t know where 
to go to complain. There is no 
information about this posted 
anywhere. The standard forms 
the platform offers for messag- 
ing with concerns or complaints 
regarding blocked accounts do not work. 
Once someone is blocked, you can report 
‘that this is a mistake’ a hundred times and 
still won’t get an answer.” He also says that, 
from a technical standpoint, it should not 
be a problem for Facebook to know who 
is reporting supposed Facebook violators. 
It should be easy to find out whether com- 
plainants are real people with real accounts 
or whether they are acting in concert to tar- 
get specific accounts. Another clue should 
tip off Facebook: the age of the Facebook 
posts that are being complained about. 
Trolls dig deep into targeted profiles, look- 
ing for words that Facebook doesn’t like. 
Many victims have been blocked for very 
old posts — from several years earlier — 
and this should be a red flag for reviewers. 
But apparently it is not. 

Facebook claims it does regular audits 
on the accuracy of reviewers’ decisions and 
that it periodically audits all auditors. How- 
ever, there is something very broken in its 
system if it allows itself to be compromised 
so easily by attacks from the outside. 

Social media are the new frontier of 
news dissemination, and we (as their users) 
need to protect them against censorship. ll 


27 


Why Isn’t the Largest 
Monopoly Broken Up? 


For more than 100 years — ever since the 
passage of the Sherman Antitrust Act — the 
federal government has engaged in “trust- 
busting,” the breaking up of private monop- 
olies that form allegedly as a result of the 
free market run amok. The first such trust 
to be forcibly broken up was Rockefeller’s 
Standard Oil in 1911, a company deemed 
so large and successful that it was able to 
use its domination of the fledgling oil mar- 
kets to squelch competitors. Such monopo- 
lies, as they are now styled, continue to be 
represented as arch-foes of free society, and 
government as the necessary guarantor of a 
level economic playing field. 

That the very notion of unchallenged 
monopolies arising from the free mar- 
kets is false has been demonstrated 
many times; suffice it to say that, in 
the absence of government favoritism, 
free market competition tends to favor 
smaller, newer competitors as against 
bureaucratic, sclerotized mega-corpora- 
tions. It is only when large corporations 
are permitted to enlist the services of 
government — the passage of laws and 
regulations, compliance with which can 
only be afforded by established firms, for 
example — that large corporations are 
able to box out smaller, newer, would-be 
market entrants and competitors. This is 
the reason, for instance, that the Ameri- 
can automotive sector has seen no major 
industry entrants in decades — even as 
the Big Three tend to enjoy regular bail- 
outs at taxpayer expense and a welter of 
research grants and increasingly costly 
market regulations that ensure that no 
upstart automaker is able to establish it- 
self as a competitive threat. 

But a deeper question, and withal one 
never given consideration by those wor- 
ried about the concentration of monopo- 
listic power, is why so few are equally 
solicitous of the greatest monopoly of 
them all — the monopoly on power en- 
joyed by modern Big Government. It is 
this monopoly, after all, that is the well- 
spring of all others, at least over the long 
term. An entrepreneur who comes up with 
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a new invention may for a time enjoy a 
monopoly, but it inevitably will be short- 
lived as competitors respond with their 
own innovations. On the other hand, mo- 
nopolies are created and sustained when 
supported by government. Not only that, 
but the sponsored businesses, by partici- 
pating in the coercive machinery of the 
state, become appendages of it. 

The Big Three automakers, by enjoying 
the sponsorship of the state, have become 
extensions of it, and much the same could 
be said of other bona fide monopolies such 
as power companies, big banks (especially 
those that enjoy preferential status as priv- 
ileged brokers of federal debt within the 
Federal Reserve System), public schools, 
and all other businesses operating wholly 
or partly within the “public sector.” Over 
time, the separation of government and 
business, taken for granted in laissez-faire 
early America, has been rejected in favor 
of modern corporate statism. The widely 
accepted rationale is that what are euphe- 
mistically called “public-private partner- 
ships” are necessary for maintaining equi- 
table market conditions, where businesses 
consistently pursue what is in the best 
interest of all. 

The reality, of course, is that the monop- 
olistic pairing of government and business 
interests ensures only the rise and perpetu- 
ation of elites who use a politicized market 
to advance their own agenda. 

All of this is possible by harnessing and 
concentrating the power of the mother of 
all monopolies, government itself. In a 
strict free market, no business, no matter 
how successful, has the power to deprive 
people of life and property, or to engage 
in fraud against the public — unless it en- 
lists the coercive powers of the state or is 
permitted to behave like a state itself. No 
business that attempted to force people to 
buy its products at prices of its own choos- 
ing would endure for a day under free mar- 
ket conditions. But aided and abetted by 
the police powers of the state to destroy 
competitors and compel consumers to ac- 
cept its products or do without them, it 
could become a monopoly indeed — to the 
detriment of the buying public. Taken to 
its ultimate extreme, such a policy would 
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result in the inefficient socialist monopo- 
lies typical of totalitarian states such as the 
former Soviet Union. 

The Founders understood the potential 
of the political monopoly of the state to 
establish itself in every conceivable area 
of human endeavor. To prevent this from 
happening, they instituted the ultimate 
“trust busting” program, a federal Con- 
stitution that broke up the monopolis- 
tic concentration of central government 
power by dividing it between the states 
and federal government. They also set ex- 
plicit limits on the powers to be exercised 
by the federal government, as emblemized 
in the 10th Amendment. Taken together, 
the twin constitutional doctrines of fed- 
eralism and enumerated powers for gen- 
erations prevented the federal government 
either from amassing powers left to state 
and local governments, or from exercising 
novel powers — such as the regulation of 
private business — not granted it by the 
Constitution. 

All of that has been systematically 
abandoned, of course. Federalism was ef- 
fectively renounced after the Civil War, 
and limited, enumerated powers during 
the Great Depression, when the New 
Deal authorized for the first time mas- 
sive federal usurpations over the private 
sector. Today there are few remaining 
obstacles to the powers exercised by our 
post-constitutional federal government. 
Although the Constitution still preserves 
its essential form, and our elected leaders 
still swear an oath to honor and preserve it, 
its limits on the monopoly on power now 
enjoyed by Big Government are routinely 
ignored or rationalized away. Both major 
parties are equally complicit, which is why 
the monopoly of centralized state power 
in Washington grows stronger no matter 
which party controls Congress and the 
White House. 

And in a supreme irony, leaders of both 
parties continue their pious, eternal vigi- 
lance over America’s private sector, ever on 
the lookout for new monopolies to tame. 
But the one monopoly that no one seems 
inclined to confront — Big Government 
itself — shows no signs of receding. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Warmer Classrooms 


Baltimore resident Samierra Jones was so 
saddened to see Baltimore City students 
forced to learn in cold classrooms that she 
decided to do something about it. Jones is 
a graduate of the Baltimore City Public 
School system and recalled what it was 
like to sit in the chilly city classrooms. She 
also knows that not all city students have 
the proper attire to help keep them warm 
in harsh weather conditions. 

The heating issues plaguing the city’s 
public schools are apparently caused by 
outdated infrastructure. According to the 
Baltimore Sun, the Baltimore Teachers 
Union sent a letter January 3 to the school 
system’s CEO, Sonja Santelises, urging 
the city to close all schools until officials 
could fix the problem. The Baltimore 
schools suffer aging and bursting pipes and 
boilers, poor insulation, and drafty win- 
dows. This has led to temperatures near 
freezing in classrooms, making school un- 
safe for both students and faculty. 

On January 3, not wanting to wait for 
the school system to take action, Jones 
launched a GoFundMe page in the hopes 
of raising enough money to purchase 600 
space heaters and extra winter clothing for 
school children. She set a goal of $20,000. 

The campaign went viral, with strangers 
from all over the world donating, and the 
page raised more than $80,000. Accord- 
ing to the Charleston Chronicle, much of 
the campaign’s success is being attributed 
to Baltimore Ravens linebacker Aaron 
Maybin, who encouraged his social media 
followers to donate after posting a video 
of a dozen students sitting together in a 
Maryland classroom. 

In addition to raising money, the cam- 
paign prompted dozens of locals to donate 
coats and winter accessories, as well as 
water bottles, hand sanitizers, cups, and 
tissues to the school. 

Jones is beyond happy: “This campaign 
has brought the right amount of attention 
to this issue to the point where there is 
pressure on those who are held account- 
able for funding and project manage- 
ment,” she said. 

According to simplemost.com, “Less 
than a week after Jones’ campaign went 
live, Maryland Governor Larry Hogan an- 
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nounced $2.5 million in emergency fund- 
ing to help with the intolerable heating is- 
sues in over 100 Baltimore schools. After 
a week in which over 60 school buildings 
reported heating issues, many schools 
throughout the Baltimore area were forced 
to close temporarily for repairs.” 


Good Will at Goodwill 


Nineteen-year-old Frederick White had no 
idea he had been caught in the act of doing 
a good deed. When White visited his local 
Goodwill on December 29 to purchase a 
couple of jackets, he struck up a conversa- 
tion with a stranger named Jim Glasgow. 
Glasgow asked White about all of the 
jackets he was purchasing and learned that 
White intended to donate them to home- 
less members of his community. 

Glasgow was moved by the teen’s good 
deed and, unbeknownst to White, snapped 
a photo of the young man to be posted on- 
line. According to the post, White spent 
$65 on coats that day. 

When White later saw that the photo 
of him had gone viral on social media, he 
was shocked. “I was at work and I was 
like, ‘Oh my God, they snapped a picture 
of me,’” he told WKYC. White said that 
he had originally become inspired to buy 
the coats after reading an online story about 
people hanging free jackets for the homeless 
on poles and fences. 

White recalls that his family struggled 
when he was younger, and he wanted to 
give to others who may find themselves 
in a similar situation. “Basically when I 
was younger, we really didn’t have that 
much money so it wasn’t like every year 
we could get a new coat,” White said. 


More Than a Foot Ahead 


Maurice Anderson was riding the subway 
in Chicago on January 12 when he saw a 
homeless man with swollen feet, wearing 
flimsy running shoes ill-equipped to pro- 
tect anyone’s feet from the harsh Chicago 
winter. Anderson decided to take off his 
own $260 boots and give them to the man. 

Anderson lives in Cincinnati but hap- 
pened to be in Chicago to visit his daugh- 
ter. He had luggage with him on the train 


that day, so he reached into his suitcase 
and offered the man a pair of socks as well. 

The entire scene was witnessed by Jes- 
sica Bell, a Chicago attorney who also no- 
ticed the homeless man’s feet. She was so 
touched by what she saw that she posted 
about it on Facebook. Bell described the 
condition of the man’s feet: “I don’t know 
how many pairs of socks he’s wearing in 
an attempt to keep his feet warm but there 
is blood seeping through.” She speculated 
that they appeared to be frostbitten. 

She noted that Anderson pulled a pair of 
spare shoes from his suitcase to replace the 
ones he was wearing, and while they were 
nice, they were not of the same quality as 
the boots he had given away. 


Selfless Decision 


The lives of Albuquerque police officer Ryan 
Holets and his wife, Rebecca, were forever 
changed after Holets responded to a Septem- 
ber call about a possible theft in progress at a 
gas station. It turned out to be a false alarm, 
but when Holets was leaving the gas station, 
he noticed two people on the grassy bank 
alongside the gas station engaged in drug 
use. As he got closer, he realized that it was 
a male and a pregnant female. 

“My first reaction was a little bit of 
anger and it came out in what I told her,” 
said Ryan, a married father of four. “I told 
her that she was going to kill her baby and 
that really upset her quite a bit.” 

According to Today.com, the pregnant 
woman, Crystal, is addicted to opioids 
and had been desperate to find a family to 
adopt her baby. Coincidentally, Holets and 
his wife had talked about expanding their 
family of six through adoption. Instantly, 
Holets knew what he wanted to do. “The 
realization I was going to make the offer 
was kind of overwhelming so I had to go 
sit in my car and think about it for a few 
seconds and think about how I was going 
to say it to her,” he says. 

It took a little more than week, but Crys- 
tal agreed to the adoption. On October 12, 
Hope Holets came into the world. The baby 
went through drug withdrawal, but after a 
week and a half in the hospital, was able to 
go home with her new family. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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John Foster Dulles 


How This Early “Deep-Stater” Harmed America 


John Foster Dulles — a politician following in his family’s footsteps — decided the world 
needed global government, so he worked to achieve it, including backing dictators. 


Dedicated globalist: From his time as a member the Inquiry, which 
led to the creation of the globalist Council on Foreign Relations, until 
his death from cancer while President Dwight Eisenhower's secretary 
of state nearly 40 years later, John Foster Dulles was a key figure in the 
construction of the American establishment. 


by Steve Byas 


some Englishmen were curious about this new political 
figure in central Europe, asking, “This Hitler fellow, where 
was he born?” To which Lady Astor replied, “At Versailles.” 


S hortly after Adolf Hitler took power in Germany in 1933, 
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By that time, it was widely understood that the harsh peace 
imposed upon Germany after the First World War with the Treaty 
of Versailles — with loss of historic German territory; unrea- 
sonable reparations; and the hated Article 231, the “war guilt 
clause” — had given birth to Hitler. Some argue that the “war 
guilt clause” was perhaps the most onerous provision of the hated 
treaty. Under its provisions, the Germans were forced to admit 
that they, and they alone, were responsible for the Great War. 

The person who drafted it was a young American lawyer, John 
Foster Dulles. The clause said, “Germany accepts the respon- 
sibility of Germany and her allies for causing all the loss and 
damages to which the Allied and Associated governments and 
their nationals have been subjected as a consequence of the war 
imposed upon them by the aggression of Germany and her al- 
lies.’ (Emphasis added.) 

It would not be the last time that an action of the then 3 1-year- 
old Dulles would lead to “blowback” on his country. In fact, 
famed journalist Alan Stang concluded in his book The Actor 
on the career of Dulles — the ultimate “deep stater” — “Dulles 
deliberately did more damage to America while masquerading 
as a conservative Republican anti-Communist, than Gus Hall 
[long-time head of the American Communist Party] could have 
imagined doing.” Although the term was not in use at the time, 
John Foster Dulles and his brother Allen were key architects in 
the construction of what we now refer to as “the deep state” — 
the permanent state behind the visible government in D.C. 

From his negative influence at the Paris Peace Conference in 
1919, until his death almost 40 years later while President Eisen- 
hower’s secretary of state, Dulles continued to create policies that 
damaged America. As Eisenhower’s chief foreign policy advisor, 
his influence was immense. Stephen Kinzer wrote in his book on 
Dulles and his brother, Allen (director of the CIA), The Brothers, 
“On some days, Foster spoke personally or by telephone with 
Eisenhower as many as ten times. At dusk he often visited the 
White House for a chat over drinks.” 

Dulles’ advice to Eisenhower was consistent with the views he 
held as a young lawyer: He was an ardent globalist (the term more 
used then was “internationalist”) who believed military interven- 
tion was justified to achieve his desired globalist world order. And 
while Dulles occasionally peppered his résumé with conservative, 
anti-communist rhetoric, it was, as Stang concluded in The Actor, 
all for temporary political cover until he could achieve what he 
and other insiders like him wanted: a world socialist government. 

Dulles came to his dogged pursuit of a global government 
naturally, via family connections and by educational training. His 
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He was an ardent globalist (the term more used then was 
“internationalist’) who believed military intervention was justified to 
achieve his desired globalist world order. 


grandfather, John Watson Foster, was sec- 
retary of state to President William Henry 
Harrison. A pillar of the post-Civil War 
Republican Party, Foster helped direct the 
overthrow of Queen Liliuokalani of Ha- 
wali by its American settlers and supported 
sending American troops to aid the rebels 
who declared themselves the new govern- 
ment. The Harrison administration ended 
before it could act on the new government’s 
request for annexation (the next president, 
Grover Cleveland, quickly nixed the idea), 
but it did lay the foundation of the aggres- 
sive interventionism that would character- 
ize Dulles’ career in the 20th century. 

His mother’s sister married Robert 
Lansing, who replaced William Jennings 
Bryan as President Woodrow Wilson’s 
secretary of state. Bryan had been pushed 
aside largely for his opposition to Ameri- 
can entrance into the First World War, and 
replaced by Foster’s Uncle Robert, who 
added his voice to Wilson’s principal advi- 
sor, Colonel Edward M. House, in urging 
American entry into the European war. 


The Rise of John Foster Dulles 

When the war ended in 1918, young Dulles 
was in the American delegation at the Paris 
Peace Conference. How did this happen? 
In a word, Dulles had “connections.” When 
he was just 16, he entered Princeton, where 
he soon became a protégé of a prominent 
history professor (and soon, college presi- 
dent), Woodrow Wilson. Dulles idolized 
Wilson, under whom he learned the vir- 
tues of globalism and the ability of gov- 
ernment to correct evils — as Wilson and 
the progressives saw them anyway — of 
society. Wilson’s interventionist policies as 
president reinforced the idea that it was the 
proper role of the United States to intervene 
in smaller countries, such as Cuba, Costa 
Rica, and Nicaragua. 

After taking his law degree, Dulles’ 
family connections landed him a job at 
the prestigious international law firm of 
Sullivan and Cromwell, with such clients 
as the United Fruit Company, an impor- 
tant player in Latin American politics. 
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Other important clients were J.P. Morgan, 
Brown Brothers, Standard Oil, and Gold- 
man Sachs. Eventually, Dulles became the 
managing partner of Sullivan and Crom- 
well, and was, at one time, the highest- 
paid lawyer in the United States. 

After the war, Dulles had extensive 
dealings with Germany, including the 
chemical giant I.G. Farben (responsible 
for making the infamous Zyklon B gas 
used in Hitler’s death chambers). He de- 
signed the Dawes Plan that helped Ger- 
many begin to pay off its oppressive war 
reparations — ironic, since it was Dulles 
who had drafted the section of the Ver- 
sailles Treaty imposing those reparations. 

Dulles continued his financial dealings 
inside Germany after the National Social- 
ists under Adolf Hitler came to power. 
Dulles’ friend, Hjalmer Schacht, was even 
named minister of economics in the new 
regime. As Kinzer writes in The Brothers, 
“Working with Schacht, Foster [Dulles] 
helped the National Socialist state find 
rich sources of financing in the United 
States for its public agencies, banks, and 
industries.... Sullivan and Cromwell float- 


ed the first American bonds issued by the 
giant German steelmaker and arms manu- 
facturer Krupp A.G.” 

By the mid-1930s, the partners of Sul- 
livan and Cromwell decided they could 
no longer do business in Nazi Germany. 
As Kinzer noted, “Since 1933, all letters 
written from the German offices of Sulli- 
van and Cromwell had ended, as required 
by German regulations, with the salutation 
Heil Hitler!” All but Dulles voted to pull 
out of Hitler’s Germany. Dulles wept at 
the decision. 

Going back to the aftermath of the First 
World War, Dulles had been an ardent 
advocate of liberal internationalism. The 
principle of non-interventionism — which 
internationalists such as Dulles slurred as 
“isolationism” — was the enemy. To Wil- 
son and the rest of his globalist delegation, 
including Dulles, at Paris in 1919, the most 
important segment of the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles was that creating the League of Na- 
tions. Colonel House wrote the first draft of 
the Covenant of the League. To promote the 
idea of the league, intended from the start 
as the foundation for a world government, 
House put together a group of sympathizers 
to inquire into the facts of global affairs, 
which was dubbed “the Inquiry.” 

The membership of the Inquiry includ- 
ed Norman Thomas, a leader of the Ameri- 
can Socialist Party. Another member was 
Dulles’ good friend, Walter Lippmann, 
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Part of the big government-building process: Dulles (speaking) was a strong proponent of the 
United Nations, but believed it merely a steppingstone to the ultimate goal of world government. 
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a founding member of the Inter- 
collegiate Socialist Society. Two 
other members in the small, select 
group were John Foster Dulles and 
his brother, Allen. 


Dulles Among Founders 

of the Globalist CFR 

When Wilson failed (twice) to 
win ratification of the Treaty of 
Versailles, largely because the 
U.S. Senate was not yet prepared 
to merge the United States into a 
global government, the Inquiry be- 
came the core group of the world- 
government-promoting Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR), founded 
in 1921. (The British had their own 
associated group, the Royal Insti- 
tute of International Affairs). As 
Kinzer explains in The Brothers, 
the defeat of the League of Na- 
tions “showed the Dulles brothers 
and others on Wall Street that in- 
ternationalism had potent enemies. 
To resist those enemies, and to 
work toward a world that would 
welcome American corporate and 
political power, the brothers and a 
handful of their friends had decided 
to create an invitation-only club, based in 
New York, where the worldly elite could 
meet, talk, and plan.” 

Plan for what? Changing the views of 
the American public, which still held to the 
idea that America should remain an inde- 
pendent nation. Among their methods was 
the founding of a journal, Foreign Affairs, 
that would promote the goals of the CFR. 
Dulles’ friend Hamilton Fish Armstrong 
became editor in 1928, and Allen Dulles 
later served as CFR president, in the 1940s. 

The views promoted by the CFR were 
basically identical to those of John Foster 
Dulles. By examining actions and com- 
ments by Dulles over the course of his life, 
we can clearly understand the ultimate 
long-range “plan” of the men, including 
Dulles, who founded the CFR. 

Put bluntly, Dulles wanted a world 
government. In January 1942, not only 
was Dulles among those who signed an 
ad in the Washington Evening Star urging 
Congress to pass a resolution favoring the 
union of the United States with several 
specified foreign countries — Dulles was 
the principal author. 
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Didn’t know or didn’t care: Dulles and Alger Hiss worke 
closely together at the Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace. Despite his strong anti-communist rhetoric, Dulles 
ignored multiple warnings that Hiss was a Soviet spy. 


As envisioned by Dulles and his fellow 
globalists, this “Federal Union” would 
have the power to (1) impose a common 
citizenship; (2) tax citizens directly; (3) 
make and enforce all laws; (4) coin and 
borrow money; (5) have a monopoly on all 
armed forces; and (6) admit new members. 

“Let us begin now a world United 
States,” the ad implored its readers, add- 
ing, “The surest way to shorten and to win 
this war [the Japanese bombing of Pearl 
Harbor had brought the United States into 
the war a few weeks earlier] is also the 
surest way to guarantee to ourselves, and 
our friends and foes, that this war will end 
in a union of the free.” 


Using Religion to 

Promote World Government 

One of the most important ways that Dull- 
es championed the cause of world govern- 
ment was through religion. In Religion in 
Life, Dulles called for the “abolition of the 
entire concept of national sovereignty and 
the unification of the world into a single 
nation. All boundary barriers are thus au- 
tomatically leveled.” One has to wonder: 


at 


Would Dulles have been one of 
Nimrod’s biggest supporters at the 
Tower of Babel? 

Dulles was raised in a Chris- 
tian home, with a father who was 
a Presbyterian pastor. But after 
going away to college, Dulles be- 
came largely inactive in church af- 
fairs until the 1930s. When he be- 
came active again, the main thrust 
of that activity was to encourage 
Protestant Christians to take up the 
cause of world government, con- 
centrating his efforts in the left- 
wing Federal Council of Churches 
(now the National Council of 
Churches). In 1941, he became 
the first chairman of the group’s 
Commission on a Just and Durable 
Peace. He even believed the effort 
for a global government sounded 
like “tan echo of the Gospels,” ac- 
cording to William F. Jasper in his 
Global Tyranny ... Step by Step. 
The first resolution the group 
passed proclaimed, “A world of 
irresponsible, competing, and un- 
restrained national sovereignties, 
whether acting alone or in alliance 
or in coalition, is a world of inter- 
national anarchy. It must make place for a 
higher and more inclusive authority.” 

Dulles declared that the reason global 
organizations are needed is because of 
“self-defeating nationalism,” which he 
declared the “cause of global conflicts.” 

And what would a Dulles-supported 
world government look like? In his 1942 
report of the Commission to Study the 
Bases of a Just and Durable Peace, he was 
quite explicit. The report recommended 
“a world government, strong immediate 
limitation on national sovereignty, inter- 
national control of all armies and navies, 
a universal system of money, world-wide 
freedom of immigration, progressive elim- 
ination of all tariff and quota restrictions 
on world trade and a democratically-con- 
trolled world bank.” 

Readers should especially note that the 
goals of “world-wide freedom of immigra- 
tion” and the “progressive elimination of 
all tariff and quota restrictions on world 
trade” are both clearly tied to the cause of 
creating a world government. Conserva- 
tives who tend to support the multilateral 
trade deals of today, and fail to see the im- 
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portance of limiting immigration, should 
note the importance that globalists place 
on both in achieving the end of American 
independence. 

The report also called for the world- 
wide redistribution of wealth in the push 
for world government. While we do not 
yet have a global system of direct taxation 
on American taxpayers, it must be under- 
stood that Americans will be expected to 
lower their standard of living if any such 
world government is created. 

In the meantime, there is foreign aid, 
which Dulles always supported throughout 
both his private and public careers. The ar- 
gument given for foreign aid is generally 
either that it will win us friends in the world 
(considered critical in the Cold War), or 
that it will serve some humanitarian pur- 
pose. Votes in the United Nations tend not 
to bear out the argument that it wins us any 
friends, and money sent for humanitarian 
purposes ends up mostly in the bank ac- 
counts of foreign dictators. In either case, 
it is a transfer of wealth from Americans 
to other peoples of the world — in other 
words, a redistribution of wealth. 

The Second World War and its after- 
math brought a new opportunity for Dulles 
and his globalist comrades to guide recal- 
citrant Americans into a world govern- 
ment. Near the conclusion of the war, the 
United Nations was formed in San Fran- 
cisco. Naturally, Dulles was a “Republi- 
can” representative at the conference, and 
he played an important role. As strong a 
supporter of the UN as Dulles was, how- 
ever, he saw it as only a steppingstone 
to what he truly wanted. Writing in his 
book War or Peace in 1950, Dulles said, 
“The United Nations represents not a final 
stage in the development of world order, 
but only a primitive stage. Therefore, its 
primary task is to create the conditions 
which will make possible a more highly 
developed organization.” 

But it was certainly a start. Other glob- 
alists at the conference included future 
New York Governor Nelson Rockefeller, 
future Democratic presidential candidate 


AP Images 


bla 


NATO in a nutshell: The North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) was viewed by John Foster 
Dulles and his fellow internationalists as part of a strategy of regionalism. In their view, dividing 
the world into regional government structures would help in the push for an eventual global 
government. Here U.S. President Harry S. Truman, surrounded by European and North American 
officials, signs the agreement entering the United States into NATO. 


Adlai Stevenson, and Foreign Affairs edi- 
tor Hamilton Fish Armstrong. 


Dulles and Soviet Spy Alger Hiss 
Fellow CFR member Alger Hiss even 
served as secretary-general of the confer- 
ence. So impressed was Dulles with young 
Hiss that the next year, when Dulles became 
chairman of the Carnegie Endowment for 
International Peace, he asked him to serve 
as the group’s president. In their respective 
positions, Dulles and Hiss worked closely 
together. In Dulles’ own words, “We saw 
each other rather frequently.” 

Two weeks after Hiss’s selection as 
president, in a letter dated December 23, 
1946, a man named Larry Davidow wrote 
Dulles to warn him that Hiss was a com- 
munist. “The information in this regard 
comes to me from reliable individuals in 
Washington.” No doubt realizing that just 
asserting that a person of Hiss’s standing 
was a communist was not enough to con- 
vince Dulles, Davidow added, “If you are 
interested in becoming more familiar with 
this situation, these Washington friends of 
mine will be glad to arrange to have you 


To Wilson and the rest of his globalist delegation, including Dulles, at 
Paris in 1919, the most important segment of the Treaty of Versailles 


was that creating the League of Nations. 
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meet with one or more persons who know 
the situation and will disclose it to you in 
full confidence.” Davidow told Dulles that 
he was writing confidentially so as to avoid 
any potential “embarrassment” for Dulles. 

Dulles’ response, dated December 26, 
1946, is curious. “I have heard of the re- 
ports which you refer to,” Dulles admitted, 
“but Iam confident that there is no reason 
to doubt Mr. Hiss’ complete loyalty to our 
American institutions. I have been thrown 
in intimate contact with him at San Fran- 
cisco, London and Washington and I doubt 
that the people you refer to in Washington 
know him any better than I do.” 

Finally, Dulles noted that he himself 
had been the “victim” of “so-called doc- 
umentary proof” that he was “various 
things that [he] was not.” He concluded in 
his response that he was “skeptical about 
information which seems inconsistent 
with all that I personally know.” 

Had this been the only warning Dulles 
received, perhaps he could be excused 
with dismissing the accusations against 
his friend Hiss. But less than a week 
later, Alfred Kohlberg, an anti-communist 
businessman and member of the original 
council of The John Birch Society, per- 
sonally visited Dulles to alert him about 
Hiss. After Kohlberg shared similar con- 
cerns about Hiss, Dulles waved off the 
warning. “Several people told me he was 
a sort of fellow traveler, but they had no 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MARCH 5, 2018 


first-hand proof, and I do not condemn a 
man without first-hand proof.” And ap- 
parently, Dulles did not see any need to 
conduct his own investigation. 

Even after Kohlberg informed him that 
the information on Hiss was in the files 
of the FBI, Dulles still took no action to 
investigate, so far as we know. He made 
no efforts to use his powerful contacts to 
query the FBI, and he did not even ask 
Davidow what evidence he could provide 
him. According to his future testimony at 
Hiss’s perjury trials, all he did was call 
Hiss and ask him if he was a communist. 
Hiss said no, Dulles testified, and that 
was apparently the extent of Dulles’ in- 
vestigation. 

Of course, if Dulles already knew the 
truth — that Hiss was a communist — he 
had no need of an investigation. Because 
the truth was, Hiss lied before Congress in 
1948 about his membership in the Com- 
munist Party, and was later convicted of 
perjury. In fact, it is now well established 
that Hiss was a spy for the Soviet Union, 
even while supposedly working in a sen- 
sitive position for the United States at the 
Yalta Conference under President Franklin 
Roosevelt. 

Amazingly, this did not appear to dam- 
age Dulles’ reputation as a “conservative 
anti-Communist Republican.” 

In 1944, Dulles tutored Republican New 
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He had the president’s ear: President Dwight Eisenhower leaned heavily on the advice of 


York Governor Thomas Dewey on foreign 
policy in preparation for his presidential 
run against FDR. Dewey lost, but the 
two men remained close political allies. 
In 1948, Dulles supported Dewey over 
Senator Robert Taft of Ohio. Taft was the 
champion of the traditionally conservative 
wing of the Republican Party, an opponent 
of the socialist drift of the country, and a 
non-interventionist. Taft rejected the glo- 
balism of Dulles and his allies, Democrat 
or Republican. It was not the destiny of 
Americans, Taft insisted in his presidential 
bid, to overspread the globe. 

Taft explained his opposition to the im- 
pulse to interfere in affairs of other coun- 
tries: “It is based on the theory that we 
know more about what is good for the 
world than the world itself. It assumes that 
we are always right and that anyone who 
disagrees with us is wrong. Other people 
simply do not like to be dominated, and we 
would be in the same position of suppress- 
ing rebellions by force in which the British 
found themselves during the 19th century.” 

In an article published in Life magazine, 
Dulles said that the United States was not 
going to have a “purely defensive policy,” 
but was instead moving to a “psychologi- 
cal offensive, a liberation policy which 
will try and give hope and a resistance 
mood within the Soviet Empire.” 

Dulles expected Dewey to defeat in- 


Secretary of State John Foster Dulles. It is said that the two men consulted on foreign policy 
several times each day, until Dulles’ death from cancer in 1959. 
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cumbent President Harry Truman and 
make him secretary of state, but in one of 
America’s biggest political upsets, Tru- 
man bested Dewey, relegating Dulles to 
continued status as a private citizen. But 
that soon changed, when an opening for 
senator occurred in New York State. Gov- 
ernor Dewey tapped Dulles for the posi- 
tion, but he lost the special election to 
Democrat Herbert Lehman, despite Dulles 
running a campaign in which, as Kinzer 
wrote, Dulles rode around “in an open car 
bedecked with a banner reading, ‘Enemy 
of the Reds.’” 

“T’m glad that duck lost,” was Truman’s 
response upon hearing the news. 


NATO and the Push 

for Global Government 

Actually, Dulles had little difference with 
the foreign policy of the Truman adminis- 
tration. In fact, Dulles was an avid cham- 
pion of Truman’s request that the Senate 
ratify the treaty creating the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization. NATO was sold to 
the American Senate and public as a nec- 
essary military alliance to keep the Soviet 
Union out of Western Europe. And what a 
military alliance — entanglement, actually 
— it was! Under Article 5 of the North At- 
lantic Treaty, the United States “agree[d] 
that an armed attack” against any NATO 
member nation “shall be considered an 
attack against them all.” This incredible 
provision obligates the United States to go 
to war if any member of NATO is attacked 
— in contravention of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, which assigns to Congress the power 
to declare war. 

But NATO is not just a military alli- 
ance; it is political as well. Dulles can- 
didly told the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee the treaty should be ratified 
“not as a military instrument but as a step 
in a political evolution that has behind it a 
long and honorable history and, before it, 
a great and peaceful future.” 

A reading of Article 2 of the treaty con- 
firms Dulles’ contention that NATO is 
more than a military alliance. It states that 
the parties “will encourage economic col- 
laboration between any and all of them.” 
Dulles’ fellow globalist Clarence Streit, in 
fact, had written a book in 1939 entitled 
Union Now in which he recommended 
the creation of regional groupings with 
the eventual goal of putting them together 
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Readers should especially note that the goal of “world-wide freedom 


of immigration” and the “progressive elimination of all tariff and 


quota restrictions on world trade” are both clearly tied to the cause of 


creating a world government. 


into a functioning world government. Not 
surprisingly, Streit formed the Atlantic 
Union Committee to push NATO as a re- 
gional government working “within the 
framework of the United Nations.” 

Indeed, Articles 51 and 52 of the UN 
Charter actually encourage the formation 
of regional groupings. 

By 1952, the Democratic Party’s long 
dominance of the American presidency 
was coming to an end. Facing problems of 
communist infiltration in the government 
(such as with Dulles’ friend Hiss), corrup- 
tion in government, and the continuing war 
in Korea, it appeared that the Republicans 
had a good chance to win. In a closely 
fought battle for the Republican nomina- 
tion, General Dwight Eisenhower defeated 
Taft. Eisenhower fulfilled Dulles’ long- 
time dream, naming him secretary of state. 

The official policy of the Truman ad- 
ministration in response to any Soviet at- 
tempt at expansion was containment. First 
enunciated in Foreign Affairs (naturally) 
by George Kennan, the theory was that 
the United States would contain the So- 
viet Union and the communist world to its 
present borders. If the communist forces 
were to attempt to venture forth beyond 
those borders, the United States would 
meet them with enough force to contain 
them, but no more. While there would be 
no attempt to “roll back” the present So- 
viet Empire, Kennan argued that, if kept 
contained, the Soviet system’s inherent 
weaknesses would lead to its eventual 
collapse. This is the policy that led to the 
Berlin Airlift in 1948, the way the Korean 
War was conducted in 1950-53, and of 
course, the failure in Vietnam. 

Dulles railed against containment, prom- 
ising that he instead would “roll back” 
communist gains, and that he was willing 
to take the country “to the brink” of war to 
do so. He called Soviet Communism “the 
gravest threat ever faced by the United 
States,” and added, “We shall never have 
a secure peace or a happy world so long as 
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Soviet Communism dominates one-third of 
all the peoples that there are.... Therefore, a 
policy which only aims at containing Rus- 
sia where it now is, is in itself an unsound 
policy; but it is a policy which is bound to 
fail.... It is only by keeping alive the hopes 
of liberation, by taking advantage of that 
wherever opportunity arises, that we shall 
end this terrible peril.” 

This was the rhetoric, but the reality was 
far different. As historian Stephen Am- 
brose explained, “Eisenhower and Dull- 
es continued the policy of containment. 
There was no basic difference between 
their foreign policy and that of Truman 
and [Secretary of State Dean] Acheson.” 


Dulles’ Failure to 

“Roll Back” Communism 

In 1956, no doubt partly inspired by such 
rhetoric, efforts were made in Hungary 
to cast off the domination of the Soviet 


Left to right: Dwight Eisenhower John Foster Dulles, and Ngo dinh Diem 


Union. Stang wrote, “It was an amazing 
performance. It included the incredible 
spectacle of 16-year-old girls fighting and 
destroying Soviet tanks.” The Soviets re- 
sponded with a vengeance. The director 
of a Budapest hospital recalled, “Modern 
history has no equal to the Soviet barbar- 
ity here. They burned 20 ambulances com- 
ing to the aid of the wounded. They have 
killed or wounded half our personnel.” 
And 17-year-old Josef Mikori’s life was 
ended by being crushed against a wall by 
a Soviet tank. When rebel commander Pal 
Maleter went, under a flag of truce, to ne- 
gotiate, he was kidnapped and murdered. 
There would be no assistance from the 
United States under the leadership of Eisen- 
hower and Dulles, not even with words. 
Dulles even told Yugoslavian communist 
dictator Josip Broz Tito, “The Govern- 
ment of the United States does not look 
with favor upon governments unfriendly 
to the Soviet Union on the borders of the 
Soviet Union.” To his own officials, Dulles 
provided instructions that they were not to 
refer to the Hungarian communist govern- 
ment as a “puppet” government, but rather 
as simply “the Hungarian government.” 
Despite his tough anti-communist pro- 
nouncements, Dulles never lost sight of 
his ultimate goal of pushing for a world 


A step in Vietnam’s downfall: Dulles and Eisenhower basically forced Bao Dai, the emperor of 
South Vietnam, to name the unpopular Ngo dinh Diem to run his government. Diem soon became 
president of the southeast Asian nation. While presented to Americans as an anti-communist, 


Diem was no friend of liberty. 
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government. And nothing, including the 
Constitution of the United States and its 
Bill of Rights, would be allowed to stop 
it. In 1952, Dulles told the American Bar 
Association (ABA), “The treaty making 
power is an extraordinary power, liable 
to abuse. Treaties make international law 
and also they make domestic law. Under 
our Constitution treaties become the su- 
preme law of the land. They are indeed 
more supreme than ordinary laws, for 
congressional laws are invalid if they do 
not conform to the Constitution, whereas 
treaty laws can over-ride the Constitu- 
tion.” He even asserted that a treaty can 
“cut across the rights given the people by 
the constitutional Bill of Rights.” A closer 
reading of the Constitution reveals this 
to be untrue. The Constitution states that 
treaties made “under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of 
the land.” Of course, the “authority of the 
United States” is the Constitution itself. 
And like any other law, a treaty must con- 
form to the Constitution. 

Senator John Bricker (R-Ohio) was 
concerned that the U.S. government was 
imposing “socialism by treaty,” and after 
Dulles took office the next year, he called 
upon Eisenhower and Dulles for their sup- 
port for an amendment to the Constitution 
that would make clear that a treaty could 
not “override the Constitution.” He even 
cited Dulles’ ABA speech to enhance his 
case in his speech before the Senate. 

Dulles and Eisenhower, however, vehe- 
mently opposed the Bricker Amendment, 
promising that their administration would 
never abuse the treaty-making power in 
such a way. With their opposition, the 
Bricker Amendment failed to get the nec- 
essary two-thirds vote in the Senate to enact 
a constitutional amendment. After all, the 
American people could trust the Eisenhow- 
er administration to never abuse the treaty 
process in such a way. Of course, even if 
that were true, Dulles did not address what 
future administrations might attempt. 

Despite these solemn assurances, Dulles 
soon announced his support for the UN 
treaty known as the Genocide Convention, 
calling it “a valuable contribution to the 
development of international law.” Under 
the proposal, genocide was defined not just 
as race murder, but as any act or word that 
would cause serious mental harm to mem- 
bers of groups. Most dangerous, the conven- 
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Castro 
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OK with communists: Dulles played an important role in undermining the government of Cuban 
President Fulgencio Batista, and paving the way for the eventual communist triumph in Cuba 
under Fidel Castro. As with Hiss a decade earlier, Dulles ignored multiple warnings that Castro 


was a dedicated communist revolutionary. 


tion would provide that any person charged 
with violating its restrictions could be tried 
by an “international penal tribunal.” So 
much for Dulles’ promises that he would not 
support any treaty that violates Americans’ 
rights protected by the Constitution. 


The Lasting Legac 
of John Foster Bu les 

Dulles’ tenure as secretary of state would 
end with his death from cancer in 1959, 
but he did leave behind a legacy in at least 
two more areas that would plague Ameri- 
cans for years to come, Vietnam and Cuba. 

After the French signed the Geneva Ac- 
cord of 1954, partitioning Vietnam into a 
north and a south, divided at the 17th par- 
allel, Dulles was convinced it was the role 
of the United States to, as Kinzer quoted 
Dulles, “fill the vacuum of power” left by 
retreating colonial powers. As such, Dul- 
les went to work to find a leader for South 
Vietnam. 

Ngo dinh Diem had not held political 
office in Vietnam since 1933, and was liv- 
ing in America. “When the time came for 
American leaders to choose a savior for 
South Vietnam, they knew no one else,” 
Kinzer wrote. The emperor of South Viet- 
nam, Bao Dai, had disdain for Diem, refer- 
ring to him as “a psychopath,” but realized 


he had to select Diem as prime minister to 
get assistance from the United States. 

Thus, with virtually no political support 
inside the country he was to lead, Diem 
— who came to be referred to derisively 
in South Vietnam as “the parachuted one” 
— was given the reins of the South Viet- 
namese government. 

While sold as South Vietnam’s only 
hope to save it from the communist Ho 
Chi Minh of North Vietnam and his Viet 
Cong terrorist allies in the South, Diem 
was hardly a libertarian figure. In fact, his 
brother, Ngo dinh Nhu, had announced, 
“We are working towards a socialistic 
state.” Hilaire du Berrier, an eminent ex- 
pert on the internal workings of Vietnam, 
noted that Nhu persecuted any non-com- 
munist opposition to Diem. 

While the Kennedy, Johnson, and Nixon 
presidencies bear their own responsibili- 
ties for the disaster that eventually cul- 
minated in the loss of South Vietnam to 
communism, the imposition of Diem upon 
the country in the 1950s, thanks to Dulles 
and Eisenhower, played a huge role in the 
ultimate defeat of 1975. 

But at least Vietnam was thousands of 
miles away. Dulles also played a critical role 
in bringing a Marxist-Leninist dictator to 
power in Cuba, only 90 miles from Florida. 
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One of the prevailing myths of the his- 
tory of Fidel Castro’s communist take- 
over of Cuba is that almost no Ameri- 
cans realized he was a communist. But 
solid evidence existed as early as 1948 
of Castro’s ideological commitment to 
communism. Following the assassination 
of political leader Jorge Eli¢cer Gaitan 
in Colombia on April 9, 1948, William 
Pawley, a former American ambassador 
to Brazil and Peru, heard Castro announc- 
ing his support of the murder on his car 
radio. “This is Fidel Castro from Cuba. 
This is a Communist revolution.” That 
seems clear enough. 

In 1953, Arthur Gardner became the 
U.S. ambassador to Cuba. He informed the 
Dulles State Department that Castro “talk- 
ed and acted like a Communist, and should 
not be supported by the United States.” He 
added that Fidel’s brother, Raul, was also 
a communist. 

A 1957 letter written by Castro was 
intercepted by Chilean authorities. In the 
letter, in which he praised the commu- 
nist systems of Russia and China, Castro 
promised that if his revolution was suc- 


cessful in Cuba, he would “impose” a 
similar system in his country. 

Ambassador Earl Smith also denounced 
Castro as a communist in 1958, noting his 
association with communist activist Che 
Guevara. 

One would think that, if Dulles were 
such a strong anti-communist, he would 
take action to prevent the communist take- 
over of Cuba. Instead, Dulles’ actions were 
all in the direction of driving from power 
the presiding government, led by Fulgen- 
cio Batista, going so far as to embargo 
arms that Batista had already purchased 
from America. Dulles also pressured 
other governments to join in the embargo 
against Batista’s government. In addition, 
the State Department, led by Dulles, al- 
lowed military supplies to be shipped from 
Florida to Cuba for Castro. 

Smith lamented, “There can be no doubt 
that the decision by the State Department 
to suspend the shipment of arms to Cuba 
was the most effective step taken by the 
Department of State in bringing about the 
downfall of Batista.” 

It did not have to be a choice between 


Batista and Castro, Smith insisted. “It is 
incorrect to assume that the only oppo- 
sition to Batista was Castro and his fol- 
lowers. A powerful anti-Batista element 
existed that was not terroristic.” 

Yet, Dulles chose to support a commu- 
nist — Fidel Castro — to replace Batista, 
and impose a communist dictatorship on 
an island only 90 miles from our shores. 

What could be the possible motive be- 
hind Dulles’ words and actions? Perhaps 
the best way to answer that is to quote a 
famous American, who said, “Well, I don’t 
like to make charges about the motives of 
other people. But there is a legal doctrine 
which says that ‘a man is presumed to in- 
tend the natural consequences of his acts.’” 
The famous American? John Foster Dulles, 
in 1956. 

From the time Dulles wrote the “war 
guilt clause” into the Treaty of Versailles, 
to the time his actions aided the conquest 
of Cuba by a communist tyrant, John Fos- 
ter Dulles brought great damage to his 
own country, and much of the world. We 
cannot read his mind, but we can let his 
own words speak for him. 
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Rescuing a Cop 


The Fox affiliate out of Salt Lake City 
reported on February 3 about how a man 
with a concealed pistol came to the rescue 
of a police officer in need. The incident 
began when the officer noticed feet stick- 
ing out of a donation bin in Springville, 
Utah. The cop yelled for whoever was in 
the bin to come out, and a man later identi- 
fied as Paul Douglas Anderson emerged. 
Anderson was acting erratically, and the 
officer immediately suspected something 
was awry. According to the police report, 
Anderson lunged at the officer and began 
pummeling him. That’s when a charitable 
passerby entered the picture. 

Derek Meyer was driving by when he 
observed police lights from the officer’s 
cruiser. Meyer stopped to see what was 
going on and witnessed the violent assault 
in progress. Meyer exited his vehicle and 
drew his pistol. He pointed his handgun 
at Anderson and yelled for him to stop his 
vicious assault. Anderson stopped and ran 
from the scene as police backup arrived. 
Authorities pursued the suspect and arrest- 
ed him not far from the scene of the original 
assault, hiding under a flatbed trailer. 

Corporal Cory Waters of the Springville 
Police talked to FOX13 and heaped praise 
on Meyer for coming to the aid of a fallen 
officer. The officer suffered a fractured 
eye socket and lacerations near his eye 
in the beating, but was treated at a nearby 
hospital and is expected to make a full re- 
covery. Corporal Waters expressed sincere 
gratitude for Meyer’s actions, which Wa- 
ters says may have saved the officer’s life. 
“Had he not been in the right place at the 
right time, who knows what would have 
happened.... But he definitely stopped 
the attack from continuing and becoming 
much worse. He might have even saved 
either one of their lives. It could have gone 
really bad, even for the suspect.” 

Meyer has a concealed-carry permit 
and told FOX13, “I carry a gun to protect 
me and those around me, but primarily I 
carry a gun to protect my family first and 
foremost.... Outside of that, if I were to 
use my gun to protect anyone it would be 
law enforcement or military personnel.” 
Meyer also told FOX13 it’s good that 
people hear about his story since the news 
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doesn’t cover enough “good stories from 
responsible, gun-owning people.” 


Knife-wielding Man at Bar 


The St. Louis Post Dispatch reported on 
February | about an off-duty Velda City 
cop who found out that his law-enforce- 
ment training even came in handy off the 
clock. The incident occurred in a St. Louis 
bar, where a man became extremely intoxi- 
cated and got into a heated argument with 
two women. The bar employees told the 
irate and drunken man to leave. The man 
did finally leave after their repeated plead- 
ing, and the employees locked the door to 
prevent him from coming back. Unfortu- 
nately, the deranged drunk soon returned 
armed with a knife. He began violently 
kicking at the door and shattered the glass. 
He was able to open the door through the 
broken glass and entered the bar, menacing 
its occupants with his knife. The off-duty 
cop immediately sprang into action and 
confronted the knife-wielding miscreant as 
he was trying to slice the bartender. The of- 
ficer identified himself as a police officer 
and drew his personal firearm. The cop told 
the suspect to drop the knife, but the intoxi- 
cated suspect brazenly attempted to stab 
the officer. The policeman was left with 
no other option but to fire his gun, shoot- 
ing the suspect one time in the upper body. 
The injured suspect fled the bar, still armed 
with his knife. The officer pursued him and 
again yelled for him to drop the knife. The 
drunken suspect ignored the officer’s com- 
mands and attacked him again, resulting in 
the cop shooting him multiple times. 

Velda City Police Chief Daniel Paulino 
released a statement defending the off-duty 
cop’s actions and cited eyewitness accounts 
of the shooting. “The officer did everything 
he could to defuse the situation and gave 
the suspect numerous opportunities to drop 
the knife before being forced to defend 
himself and the lives of the bartender and 
other customers,” Paulino wrote. 


A Soldier Shoots 


WTVD reported out of Fayetteville, North 
Carolina, on February | about a Fort 
Bragg soldier who was forced to fatally 
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shoot a man attacking his wife. The events 
unfolded just before 10 p.m. on a Tuesday 
night when the soldier’s wife went out- 
side their apartment to smoke a cigarette. 
While the wife was smoking, the suspect 
came up to her armed with what appeared 
to be a gun (but was later determined to 
be a pellet gun) and demanded she let him 
into her apartment. The woman complied 
with the suspect’s demands, but her hus- 
band immediately confronted the suspect 
and shot him with a real gun. 

Police were called to the scene, and an 
investigation is ongoing. 


“Pm not alone” 


ABC7 reported out of Mitchellville, 
Maryland, on January 31 about an elderly 
man who shot a home intruder. The sus- 
pect broke in to the man’s house through 
a basement window and came upstairs 
into the senior citizen’s bedroom. Eighty- 
three-year-old homeowner Joseph Parker, 
Sr. told ABC7 that he initially thought 
some type of wild animal was in his attic 
from all the noise he was hearing. “Then 
I realized, ‘I’m not alone in this house.’” 
Parker quickly retrieved his firearm, which 
he referred to as his “friend under the pil- 
low,” and prepared himself for the worst. 
Parker thought that if the burglar just stole 
things from his house without entering his 
bedroom, he would “give him a pass. But 
if he comes into this room. I’m not going 
to give him a pass.” Unfortunately for the 
burglar, the black-clad suspect entered the 
bedroom only to have Parker fire at him 
multiple times. “I didn’t want a murder on 
my hands. I didn’t want to kill anybody. 
But I didn’t want to be killed,” Parker 
told ABC7. The suspect was injured and 
fled the scene but was later apprehended 
by authorities, suffering from a gunshot 
wound. He was taken to a nearby medical 
facility for treatment, and is expected to be 
charged with first-degree burglary. 

Parker was grateful that things turned 
out the way they did. “I’m just so glad that 
the good Lord woke me up when I did be- 
cause if he had come into that room when 
I was asleep, this story could have ended 
far, far differently.” Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The Upside of Tax 
Relief Isn’t “Pillaging” 


ITEM: The print version of the New York 
Times for January 28, 2018, carried an 
editorial entitled “Tax Cuts Do Raise Pay, 
for Bosses.” (The online version said: 
“Are Corporate Tax Cuts Raising Pay? 
Yes, for Bosses.”’) The Times noted that 
recent announcements by various large, 
well-known businesses “that they are giv- 
ing workers raises, repatriating foreign 
profits and investing in the United States 
because of the tax bill Congress passed 
last year are clearly music to the ears of 
President Trump and Republican lawmak- 
ers. But these statements are also cleverly 
designed public relations spin that tells us 
little about the actual long-term economic 
impact of the tax law.” 

After a passing acknowledgement that 
the “economy is humming,” the Times 
emphasized that readers should “beware 
the spin.” Said the editors: “Regardless 
of what's in the tax overhaul, businesses 
have an incentive to raise wages to retain 
and attract workers because of the tight 
job market. It is also very much in the po- 
litical interest of companies to attribute to 
the new tax law the changes they make to 
salaries or investment plans.” 

Then came the Times’ spin: “The 
Trump administration has argued that 
this cut will translate into big raises for 
workers, but many economists say that 
most of those gains will actually flow to 
shareholders and top executives.” 

That interpretation was widely echoed 

in the mainstream media. 
Item: The left-wing Washington Post’s 
“Fact Checker” carried a headline that 
said that President Trump's State of the 
Union Address had been “rife” with “dis- 
proved, deceptive figures.”’ The column 
blasted the president for saying that the 
tax cuts provide “tremendous relief for the 
middle class and small business.” 

It charged that “Trump is spinning the 
effects of his tax plan. Most of the benefits 
in the tax bill flow to corporations and the 
wealthy, according to numerous indepen- 
dent analysts.” 

Continued Glenn Kessler: “More than 
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A millionaire’s musings: When employers began sharing tax savings with their employees, often 
amounting to thousands of dollars in bonuses, House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) 
deemed the bonuses “crumbs,” offending many in the middle class for whom that’s a lot of money. 


three-quarters of the $1.1 trillion in indi- 
vidual tax cuts will go to people who earn 
more than $200,000 a year in taxable in- 
come, who constitute only about 5 percent 
of all taxpayers.” 

Item: Jn comments made on the floor of 
the House on November 16, 2017, Minori- 
ty Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) berated 
the GOP tax-relief bill then being consid- 
ered, saying, “Republicans have brought 
forth a bill that is pillaging the middle- 
class to pad the pockets of the wealthiest 
and hand tax breaks to corporations ship- 
ping jobs out of America.” 
CORRECTION: “Pillaging” must mean 
something different in the Pelosi language. 
After all, post-tax cut, wages rose at the 
fastest annual pace since the recession 
ended, and as we write, the tax bill has 
led to millions of dollars in bonuses for 
American employees, as well as raises and 
increases in retirement accounts. 

That said, just because opponents of 
the tax bill on the Left clearly made fools 
of themselves in their predictions does not 
mean that there have not been some mis- 
placed and exaggerated claims by propo- 
nents. Every subsequent increase in the Dow 
Jones Industrial Average or the stock market 
in general was not caused by the tax-cut bill. 

And one does wonder what Minority 
Leader Pelosi does believe — that is, be- 


yond her famous assertion that bonuses of 
up to thousands of dollars being given to 
workers are “crumbs.” Indeed, to hear her 
claims prior to the passage of the tax-cut 
legislation, this was the final battle at the 
end of the world between the forces of 
good and evil. 

And she was not alone. Some of the 
over-the-top opposition to the Republican 
tax cut was noted by The Hill newspaper 
for December 4, 2017. Said the Washing- 
ton, D.C.-based paper: “Rep. Nancy Pe- 
losi (D-Calif.) hammered the Republicans’ 
tax-code overhaul Monday evening as a 
culture-shaking economic ‘Armageddon’ 
that would haunt the working class for 
years to come.” The paper went on: 


Flanked by other top Democrats 
in the Capitol, the minority leader 
blasted Republicans for champion- 
ing a tax proposal she equated to “the 
end of the world.” “The bill that the 
Republicans are putting forth to go 
to conference is probably one of the 
worst bills in the history of the Unit- 
ed States of America,” Pelosi said.... 

“It robs from the future [and] it 
rewards the rich ... and corporations 
at the expense of tens of millions of 
working middle-class families in our 
country,” she added. 
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In fact, the various erroneous claims of 
opponents notwithstanding, the GOP tax 
reform does not benefit only the rich, nor 
does it pillage middle-income families to 
pay the bill for the wealthy. 

Before we look at specifics, keep in 
mind that the U.S. tax system is highly 
progressive, which means that it already 
hits the “middle class” and the “rich” 
relatively heavier in order to distribute 
the wealth to those with lower and little 
earned income. The object is to buy votes. 

In October of 2017, according to the 
latest available IRS figures (for tax year 
2015), the National Taxpayers Union 
Foundation noted that about half of all fil- 
ers paid less than three percent of all fed- 
eral income taxes; meanwhile, the top 25 
percent of income earners paid more than 
86 percent of the total. Other figures fol- 
low from the foundation: 


The top | percent of earners paid 
39 percent of all income taxes, 
down slightly from the previous 
tax year’s 39.5 percent share. The 
amount of taxes paid in this percen- 
tile is nearly twice as much as their 
adjusted gross income (AGI) load 
[almost 21 percent]. 


In 2014, the top tenth of earners 
paid 70.9 percent of all taxes — the 
highest level in our data spanning 
back to 1980.... And as recorded 
since 2009, the top half of all filers 
were responsible for over 97 percent 
of all income taxes. 


The distribution is relevant for several 
reasons — especially when it comes to 
making cuts. One should not be surprised 
that those who benefit from cuts tend to be 
those who are paying most of federal in- 
come taxes. So, yes, the rich do get a cut. So 
too does the “middle class.” Recently, Cato 
Institute scholar Chris Edwards took a close 
look at the tax legislation in question and 
how it affected the average tax filer in all of 
the groups with an income above $40,000. 
(Understandably, he did not examine those 
without income tax liability, since even the 
omnipotent government finds it hard to cut 
taxes on those who don’t pay.) 

Edwards used the year 2019 since that 
is when both corporate and individual tax 
cuts apply. His findings: All of the affected 
income groups will experience cuts on av- 
erage. The largest will be for those earning 
between $40,000 and $50,000; they will 
see their tax bill (on average) more than 


Individual and Corporate Income Taxes, 2019 


JCT Income Group 


JCT (Joint Committee on Taxation) 


Less than $40,000 


Estimated Current Taxes | Final Bill, Tax Change 
$ Billions $ Billions | Percent | 
n/a n/a n/a 


$40,000 to $50,000 $11.9 $5.2 56.3% 
$50,000 to $60,000 $90.3 $67.3 25.5% 
$75,000 to $100,000 $123.5 $101.1 18.1% 
$100,000 to $200,000 $476.4 $406 14.8% 
$200,000 to $500,000 $468.1 $402.6 14.0% 
$500,000 to $1,000,000 $205.9 $182 11.6% 
$1,000,000 and over $576.9 $540 6.4% 
Total, All Taxpayers $1,988.4 $1,728.9 13.1% 
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halved. And how about those hated rich 
who are supposedly doing the pillaging? 
Those earning more than $1 million can 
expect their average tax bill to drop by 
around six percent. 

The resultant table (below) is derived 
from estimated payroll and excise tax data 
from the Joint Committee on Taxation 
(JCT). As described by Edwards, it shows 
individual and corporate income tax cuts 
as a percentage of estimated individual 
and corporate income taxes paid under 
current law. 

As the figures show, middle-income 
American households will receive the 
largest percentage of the income tax cuts 
in 2019. The figures of the households 
making less than $40,000 are shown as 
“n/a” because they do not pay federal in- 
come taxes in aggregate (and are not in- 
cluded in JCT statistics). 

The tax reform package was not ideal — 
especially when one considers that it will 
likely produce a larger national debt. The 
latter concern is of course downplayed by 
recent proponents. On the other hand, it is 
stressed by hypocritical supporters of and 
members of the previous administration 
who had no problem with deficit spend- 
ing when they were in the ascendant. The 
national debt grew more under Barack 
Obama than any U.S. president in terms 
of dollars, up more than $7.9 trillion. 

Because the Trump/Republican tax cuts 
became law through the “reconciliation” 
process, other tangentially related measures 
were part of the package — to include lan- 
guage enabling oil and gas drilling in Alas- 
ka’s Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and 
the repealing of the individual mandate of 
“ObamaCare” requiring everyone to buy 
health insurance or pay a fine. Those signif- 
icant pieces have been largely overlooked 
in the ensuing byplay over the cuts. 

Meanwhile, big business is not unique 
in having a positive outlook about the eco- 
nomic future. Small-business optimism 
is at record highs, according to the Small 


Relieving middle-class tax pressures: The 
Trump administration’s tax cut bill gave the 
largest income tax cuts to the lower wage 

brackets (of those who actually pay taxes). 
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Business & Entrepreneurship (SBE) Coun- 
cil. The SBE Council cites, for instance, 
last year’s venture capital investment being 
the highest since the early 2000s; a huge 
increase in sales in 2017; sales during the 
Christmas holiday being the strongest since 
the Great Recession; and the new heights 
of business loan approvals. All of these de- 
velopments, says the SBE Council, set the 
stage for solid economic growth in 2018. 
And according to a January survey from the 
National Federation of Independent Busi- 
ness, the percentage of U.S. small business- 
es planning to raise wages was the highest 
in more than 28 years. 

Leaders of the Left, as noted above, 
view this as Armageddon. On the other 
hand, within a few weeks of the passage 
of tax relief, the Washington Times noted 
that this had produced “astonishing” posi- 
tive benefits for workers, employers, and 
investors. “Democrats had been counting 
on running against an unpopular Republi- 
can ‘tax cut for the rich’ in 2018, but now 
that more than two million working-class 
Americans [a number that has continued 
to grow] have received raises or bonuses, 
that message sounds sour and falls a little 
flat. ‘Vote for us,’ the party’s pitch seems 
to go, ‘we will raise your taxes.’ They 
can’t expect good luck with that.” 

The Washington Times also remarked 
on the impact of the mainstream “liberal” 
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media, “which regards itself as the shadow 
government.” For instance, a new ABC 
News-Washington Post poll had just found 
good economic news, even as it discovered 
that “the credit should go to Barack Obama... 
Only 38 percent of the public, the polltakers 
say, give President Trump credit for the good 
news, and 50 percent say the credit should 
go to the man who left the economy adrift 
when he left the White House.” 

The media’s effects should not be 
minimized. The spin of the press — in- 
cluding what is reported and what is not, 
as well as what is accentuated — tends 
to become the political narrative. What 
is featured feeds the “resistance” to the 
current administration. 

CNN, which leads the anti-Trump press 
parade, has been lamenting that rising stock 
markets lead to more “inequality,” com- 
plaining that the young and those with lower 
incomes tend not to (directly) own stocks. 

There is a larger picture: Gallup reports 
that about 54 percent of Americans do in- 
vest in the market, either through individ- 
ual stocks, mutual funds, pensions, or re- 
tirement plans such as a 401(k). A Gallup 
survey last year also indicated that almost 
two-thirds of Americans between 30 and 
64 own stocks. The rising Dow industri- 
als helped drive up a jump of wealth of 
nearly $7 trillion between Trump’s elec- 
tion and January 2018, plumping up the 55 


million Americans with 401(k) plans and 
the 20 million with individual retirement 
accounts (IRAs). 

Julia Seymour, the assistant managing 
editor for MRC Business (part of the Media 
Research Center, which monitors the net- 
works), is correct in saying that the televi- 
sion networks “have ignored many good 
economic stories and downplayed others 
since Donald Trump became president.” 
She cited, for example, GDP reports and 
many stock market record highs that went 
unreported. “Company decisions to raise 
wages and hand out bonuses because of the 
tax cuts recently passed and signed into law 
by the GOP majority were also minimized 
by ABC, CBS, and NBC evening shows.” 

Aly Nielsen, a colleague at the MRC, 
offered another telling incident in January. 
The bill, she said, 


is also “expected to be responsible 
for about half of the upward revision 
to global economic growth over the 
next two years,” the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) announced 
Jan. 22. The network evening news 
shows ignored that prediction.... 
ABC, CBS and NBC evening news 
shows ignored the IMF prediction 
on Jan. 22, and Jan. 23. While CBS 
Evening News broadcast mentioned 
Davos [the World Economic Forum 
in Davos, Switzerland] on Jan. 22, it 
only covered a study reporting that 82 
percent of the wealth created in 2017 
went to the world’s richest 1 percent. 
The IMF forecast went unreported. 


Such examples are ubiquitous. Indeed, 
that phenomenon is why economist Ste- 
phen Moore was on target when he made 
his point in late January that if the U.S. 
economy had “nosed-dived in 2017, 
there’s no doubt the media would have 
pounced on Trump policies as disgraceful 
failures. But with the economy red-hot, he 
gets little credit. That’s a double standard.” 
True enough. This conclusion also re- 
inforces the theory that if “progressives” 
didn’t have double standards, they would 

have no standards at all. 
— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


“Get Trump” — Use Russia, Sex, Obstruction, Whatever 


or more than a year, 
FE Hillary Clinton’s sur- 

rogates in the estab- 
lishment media chorus have 
been shrilly bleating the 
“Trump-Russia_ collusion” 
refrain. We have multiple, 
ongoing investigations of this 
alleged Trump-Putin conspir- 
acy — by the FBI, by Special 
Counsel Robert Mueller, by 
the House of Representatives, 
by the Senate, and, of course, 
by the press. How much evi- 
dence have these “investiga- 
tions” produced thus far to 
substantiate these serious 
charges? Virtually zero, al- 
though they have yielded evi- 
dence of serious wrongdoing by Hillary Clinton, the Democratic 
National Committee, and the Obama administration against 
Donald Trump and his campaign. 

However, having invested so much time, effort, money, and 
propaganda into the Trump smear scheme, the anti-Trump forc- 
es are not about to let up. Nevertheless, the Deep State globalists 
running the “Get Trump” operation have known all along that 
the Russia collusion charges are standing on wobbly legs (if 
not thin air) and will need lots of help to take down the presi- 
dent. Thus, we have been assaulted day after day with a new 
fire-for-effect scandal du jour, fomented by the transparently 
hostile media, charging President Trump with racism, sexism, 
misogyny, xenophobia, narcissism, authoritarianism, Hitlerian 
tendencies, mental instability, environmental destruction, etc. 
Each new smear cycle is calculated to put the new adminis- 
tration off balance and divert public attention from the failing 
Trump-Russia narrative — until the scandal du jour fails also, 
and the chorus reverts to “Russia, Russia, Russia.” 

The globalist Big Media cartel knows it has a real dilemma 
with this. On January 21, CNN, the lead falsetto voice in the 
clangorous, clamorous “Get Trump” choir, got a double smack 
down — from two of its own choir members. CNN reporter 
Maeve Reston commented on the fact that regular folks outside 
of the Beltway and the media bubble aren’t all in a lather over 
Trump-Russia, as are the screeching heads in medialand. Ac- 
cording to Reston, “Out in these districts when you talk to peo- 
ple about Russia, and that’s all we talk about at CNN basically, 
they say they don’t care.” Yes, “that’s all we talk about at CNN” 
— and at the New York Times, Washington Post, Newsweek, etc. 

On the same day, reporter/commentator Jeff Greenfield (a famed 
veteran of CBS, ABC, CNN, and PBS) chided his fellow CNN 
panelists over the network’s obsession with Trump-Russia, and its 
echo-chamber effect of simply reinforcing the biases of its core 
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anti-Trump audience. “When 
I watch CNN sometimes,” 
he said, “you know, I think, I 
expect the indictment on Don- 
ald Trump to be imminent,” 
because of the network’s non- 
stop focus on the issue. 

Besides these telling admis- 
sions, there is the stunning rev- 
elation of CNN producer John 
Bonifield, who was caught in 
an undercover video sting by 
Project Veritas admitting that 
the cable network’s Trump- 
Russia spin is pure manure. 
“T mean, it’s mostly bull**** 
right now. Like, we don’t have 
any big giant proof,” he told 
Project Veritas. 

“And so,” Bonifield admitted to the hidden camera, “I think 
the president is probably right to say, like, look, you are witch 
hunting me.” Hmm. Quite a different story from what we hear 
and see daily from CNN and its media brethren, is it not? 

After milking each “scandal” through as many news cycles 
as their dwindling audiences will tolerate, the controlled media 
herd rushes back to their Trump-Russia “story,” as if to prove 
the biblical observation that the dog returns to his vomit and the 
pig returns to her mire. 

The current vomitous mire in which the “mainstream” media 
herd has been wallowing for weeks is the “Stormy Daniels scan- 
dal.” Daniels, a former porn queen, who obviously is relishing 
the media spotlight, can thank the Never-Trump Fourth Estaters 
for her newfound stardom. But like “Russiagate,” the “Stormy- 
gate” scandal has fallen apart. In what was supposed to have 
been a strategic coup aimed at embarrassing President Trump, 
Daniels appeared on Jimmy Kimmel Live the same night that the 
president delivered his State of the Union address. However, 
Daniels had already recanted and had issued a signed, notarized 
statement admitting that she had never had an affair with Donald 
Trump. In other words, she had lied, and the anti-Trump media 
had voraciously lapped up her defamatory allegations. 

The newest “sex scandal” that has the establishment commen- 
tariat in a tizzy concerns allegations of spousal abuse by Trump’s 
former White House Secretary Rob Porter. Porter has proclaimed 
his innocence, but resigned to spare the administration the lynch- 
mob frenzy whipped up by “journalists” who have already all but 
declared him guilty. Now, the media mob has fixed its sights on 
White House Chief of Staff General John Kelly, who, they allege, 
covered up the Porter “scandal.” The aim is to cripple President 
Trump by forcing the resignation of General Kelly, his current 
right-hand man. But the fake “Trump-Russia collusion” witch- 
hunt is still simmering on the back burner. 
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Deep State: Pulling Strings 

From Behind the Scenes 

After the election of Donald Trump, many 
Americans noticed the concerted efforts 
by intelligence agencies, government 
bureaucrats, rich elites, and major media to 
vilify Trump and stop his agenda — for the 
first time noticing the Deep State. (January 
8, 2018, 48pp) TNA180108 
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or Federal Mismanagement? 
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Donald Trump: 1st Year 

As an object of scorn and hate of all parts 
of the establishment — politicians, media, 
intelligence agencies, and globalists — 
President Trump was expected to be thwarted 
in most every effort to fulfill campaign 
promises, but he has shown surprising 
resilience and found some success. (February 
19, 2018, 48pp) TNA180219 


Does NAFTA = 
Prosperity and Progress? 


Probably every high-school student in America has 
heard that Theodore Roosevelt busted monopolies 
that harmed Americans, monopolies using their 
size to put other companies out of business so that 
they could then raise prices. That is just one fiction 
upended in this article. (March 5, 2018, 48pp) 
TNA180305 


Some Americans claim NAFTA has been 
harmful, while others tout its benefits. So 
which is it? In truth, its effects till now have 
been innocuous compared to what’s coming 
if we don't exit the pact. (December 4, 2017, 
A8pp) TNA171204 


With large sections of California — including 
many houses — going up in flames this past 
year, many prominent people, have blamed 
global warming for the fires. But the evidence 
— strongly —points elsewhere. (February 5, 
2018, 48pp) TNA180205 
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